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INTRODUCTION

1

Since 1968, the Office of Research and Evaluation has annually
published a booklet containing the evaluation services to be provided
during the year to projects funded under ESEA Title I.

The major goals of the Title I Evaluation unit are:

1. To conduct evaluations of all Title I projects.

2. To provide interim and final reports containing evalu-
ation findings and to disseminate these materials to speci-
fied decision makers and to the State Department of Edu-
cation.

3. To provide direct services to the staff of the Office of
Federal Programs by assessing the educational needs of
Title I children, and by assisting in the preparation of
Title I proposals.

4. To provide consulting services in the areas of evaluation
design, data analysis, and test construction to Title
project directors and to central staff.

Evaluation teams are responsible for the evaluation of projects
funded under ESEA Title I. They participate in all phases of the evaluation
process from the development of the evaluation design to the production
of final reports. An ongoing needs assessment is conducted using accepted
methodology in compliance with the requirements of the Title I Act. The
results of these assessments are directly related to the objectives of
the projects. In turn, a specific procedure has been designated in the
proposal for the measurement of each stated objective.

Consistent with what is methodologically possible, criteria
for success and failure are explicitly stated and include measurable ob-
jectives, instruments to be used for determining the extent to which each
objective is, or is not met, and the plan for analyzing data collected.
A final report of the findings of the evaluation of Title I programs will
be prepared by the Office of Research and Evaluation.

This complete report will then be reviewed by the Associate
Superintendent for School Services, District Superintendents, the Title
Parents' Advisory Group, the'ExeCutive Director of Federal Programs, and
the Pennsylvania Department of Education. This final report will be used
by a joint committee of reviewers from the T.FA as a basis for recommenda-
tions for project modifications and reallocation of resources.
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5

SCIIIOL DISTRICT CF PHILAILIPHIA
OFFICE OF RESEARIN IMO EWUJATION
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Ivaiustion Service Pomo

PRCUECT: Affective Education (R)

PROJECT
DIRECTOR: Norman Newberg

(PBRS #611-64-611 )

PROJECT William E. Lone III INVOLVEMENT

PALMTOP: CATEGORY: 1

WAS TO BE ASSMEn

COMMUNICATIONS NETWORK OBJECTIVES

Teacher Objective

a. Seventy-five percent (75%) of the teachers participating for the first year in the
communications network training program will implement, in their classrooms, one
communications network project-approach to reading and/or writing for a minimum of
six (6) weeks during the five-month period January through May, 1976. Verification
of the attainment of this objective will be accomplished by (1) on-site monitoring by
the evaluator and (2) submission of a report by May 1, 1976 by each participating
teacher which includes (a) a description of the communications network project offered;
(b) the schedule; (c) the project lesson plans and; (d) completed Student Feedback
Summary Forms.

Student Objectives

b. On the vocabulary and comprehension subtests of The Gates MacGinitie Reading Test,
students in grades 3-6 participating in classrooms taught by teachers who have com-
pleted more than 40 hours of first-year communications network training and are
continuing in second-year communications network training will attain reading achieve-
ment scores which are significantly better (p4t.10) than those attained by a comparison
group in non-communications network classrooms in their respective schools.

c. On the Sustained-Silent-Reading-Eye-Contact Frequency Checklist, students in grades
3-6 participating in classrooms taught by teachers who have completed 40 hours of
first year communications network training will attain reading-tasks-persistence
scores .ihich are significantly better (p<.10) than those attained by a comparison
group in their respective schools.

1. d. On a Picture Stimulus Test, students in Grades 3-6 participating in classrooms taught
by teachers who have completed 40 hours of first year communications network training
and continuing in second year communications network training will attain writing-
competence scores which are significantly better (p<.10)-than those attained by a com-
parison group in non-communications network classrooms in their respective schools.

e. On The Picture Stimulus Test students in Grades 3-6 participating in classrooms taught
by teachers who have completed more than 40 hours of first year communications network
training and are continuing in second year communications network training will attain
writing-willingness scores which are significantly better than those attained by a
comparison group (p<.10) in non communications network classrooms in their respective
schools.



f. On the Crandall Intellectual Achievement Responsibility Questionnaire, students in
Oracles 4-6 participating in classrooms taught by teachers who have had 40 hours of
first year communications network training and are continuing in second year commu-
nications network training will attain achievement-responsibility scores which are
significantly better (p<.10) than those attained by a comparison group in non-
communications network classrooms in their respective schools.

Resource Services Objective

g. On a locally developed attitude survey, fifty percent (50%) of the students in class-
rooms in two schools taught by teachers who have received a minimum of fifteen (15)
hours of affective education training will report more positive attitudes in May, 1976
toward the academic area than they reported in November 1975.

10



EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

a. The number and percent of teachers participating for the first time in the communica-
tions network training program who implement a communications network project-approach
to reading and/or writing for a minimum of six weeks during the five month period
January through May, 1976 will be verified by (1) evaluation observation of 75% of the
first year communication network teachers (approximately 20), (2) the submission of a
report no later than May 15, 1976 by each first year communications network teacher
which includes: (a) a description of the implemented project, (b) a schedule including
dates and duration each time tba project was offered, (c) a complete set of lesson plans
and, (d) completed Student Feedback Summary Forms.

b. The Gates-MacGinitie Reading Tests (Primary C7for third grade students and Survey D,
reading vocabulary and comprehension only for grades 4-6) will be administered in
May, 1976 to students in 10 second year communications network classrooms and 10 com-
parison groups selected from the same schools. The communications network classroom
sample represents approximately 50% of the total second year communications network
classrooms. The Comparison groups will be selected on the basis of similarity in their
1975 California Achievement Test (reading vocabulary and comprehension subtests) scores
to these same test scores of students in communications network classrooms. A t test
of significance will be applied.

c. The Sustained Silent Reading Eye Contact Frequency Checklist will be used by the evalu-
ator during March and April, 1976. Twenty-five elementary students in second year
communications network classrooms and 25 elementary students in comparison classrooms
will be observed each for a measured period of five minutes of sustained silent reading.
Students in communications network classrooms and non-communications network classrooms
will be drawn from the same schools and selected on the basis of similarity in their
1975 California Achievement Test reading vocabulary and comprehension. scores. The number
of reading eye contacts in a five minute period will be determined for each student and
a mean determined for each group. A t test of significance will be applied.

d. The Picture Stimulus Test will be administered in April, 1976 to students in five second
year communications network classrooms and to students in five comparison groups
from the same schools. The cnmmunications network classroom sample represents approxi-
mately 25% of the total second year communications network classrooms. Students in
communications network classrooms and non-communications network classrooms will be
selected on the basis of similarity in their 1975 California Achievement Test reading
vocabulary and comprehension scores. The number of complete sentences, number of
correctly spelled nouns and verbs, number of compound sentences and number of conjunc-
tions in each writing sample will be counted. A mean for each group will be determined.
A t test of analysis will be applied.

7

e. The Picture Stimulus Test will be administered in April, 1976 to students in five second
year communications network classrooms and to students in five comparison groups from the
same schools. The communication network classroom sample represents approximately 25% of
the total of the second year communications network classrooms. Students in communications
network classrooms and non-communication network classrooms will be selected on the basis
of similarity in their 1975 California Achievement Test reading vocabulary and comprehension
scores. The number of words written in response to the fixed picture stimulus will be
computed and a mean determined for each group. A t test of significance will be applied.
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

f. The Crandall Intellectual Achievement Responsibility Questionnaire will be administered
in April, 1976 to students in five second year communications network classrooms and to
students in five comparison groups from the same schools. The communications network
sample represents approximately 25% of the total second year communications network
classrooms. Students in communication network classrooms and non-communication class-
rooms will be selected on the basis of similarity in their 1975 California Achievement
Test reading vocabulary and comprehension scores. A Chi-Square test of Analysis will
be applied.

g. A locally developed attitude survey will be administered in November 1975 and May 1976
to students in affective classrooms in two schools. The number and percent of students
reporting a more positive attitude toward a specific academic area in May than that
reported in November will be recorded.

EVALUATICN 1411ESEIES
1. Conference with

Project Director
2. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premsasures

Administered

OCT.NOV. AC. JAN. FEB. MAR. APR. MAY ANE ,41,ILY AUG4

G

5. Monitoringgjaject
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
7. Interim' Report
8. Monitoring Completed
9. Post-Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

il. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

12. Printing Arranged/
Di tributed

sTentative =Firs w/Aolot APS

V

-44

4/

B,C A,F
D G

a

Cable LetterGoal, MAasur nq Device Sample, otc.

riklaiaLiEVICLUEGILLIREDIEQUIYISION OF RESEARCht SERVICES.
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TIC SOM. DISTRICT PHILVEIPHIA
OFFICE OF RE9EAROI NW EVXUATIC/1
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

livaiwitian Service Perm

PROJECT:

PROJECT
DIRECTOR:

Alternative Programs

Leonard B. Finkelstein

(PBRS # 611-03,04-)
539

PROJECT Roger J. Fishman INVOLVEMENT
EVALLATOM B. David Wasserman. CATEGORY:

DAIS TOM ASSES=
A. For those programs that designate dropout prevention as a major emphasis, 50% or

more of the participating students will be graduated from high school as measured
by the Alternative Program Student Record Form (APSR).

9. Tb increase student satisfaction with school in those programs where attendance,
behavior, and/or teacher-assigned grades are formal objectives as indicated by
(1) ar improvement in the attendance of 60% of the students in the programs,
(2) an improvement in behavior ratings of 75% of the students in the programs, and
(3) a 50% decrease in the number of students in the programs receiving unsatis-
factory performance ratings in the major subjects as measured by the APSR.

C. TO create positive attitudes toward school as indicated by a positive mean score
on the Alternative Programs Student Questionnaire.

D. TO promote the general satisfaction of teachers with their alternative programs
as indicated by a positive mean response on the Alternative Programs Teacher
Questionnaire.

E. To promote the general satisfaction of parents whose children attend alternative
programs as indicated by responses to a telephone survey for a representative
sample. Seventy percent of the parents surveyed will report satisfaction with
their children's education.

F. Sixty percent of the participating students will maintain or increase their
achievement levels as indicated by changes in their National Percentile Ranks
on the California Achievement Tests from 1975 to 1976.

13
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EVALUATION_ TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

A. The Alternative Programs Student Record form will be distributed to each alterna-
tive prograM in the fall so that cc plete information can be supplied throughout
the school year as students enter and exit from the programs. All forms will be
returned in June.

B. These data will be collected through the use of the Alternative Programs Student
Reoord form (See A).

C. The Alternative Programs Student Questionnaire examines students' attitudes toward
curriculum and instruction, teachers, peers, and their programs. This instrument
will be administered in January, although programs will have the option of
additional administrations. Where appropriate, comparison data will be obtained.
Thus a one-shot case study or a posttest -only control group design will be used.

D. The Alternative Programs Teacher Questionnaire will be administered in January
and, upon request, at other times during the school year. Factors measured
include Ihvlementation, Time and Strain, Physical Support, Curriculum and Instruc-
tion, and External Cammunication. The evaluation design is the one-shot case study.

E. A telephone survey of alternative program students' parents will be conducted
during February. This survey was developed during the 1974-75 school year and
will be revised for future usage.

F. The California Achievement Test is administered by the School District in a city-
wide testing program. The one-group pretest-posttest design is to be utilized.

G. Onsite, formative evaluation services will be provided for a sample of the alterna-
tive prcgrams. This procedure will result in the development of evaluation
notebooks which will detail each program's progress on the general Title I objec-
tives as well as on a number of areas that may be program-specific. In addition,
instrument development and data analysis services will be provided on a request
basis.

IN

EVALUATICK MIIESTOES JILY AUG.
. Conference with

Project Director
2. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premeasures

Administered
S. Monitoring of Project
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
7. Interim'Report
8. Monitoring Completed
9. Post-Measures

Administered

. EM JAN. FEB. MAR. APR. MAY JalEcJI,ILK,AUG1

il.,

6-7rs-77(
D* F./ B

10. Final Report Prepared
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

12. Printing Arranged/
Distributed

*Tentativ------7111Firm Awl able Letter-Goal, Mikasurlim Device Sample, etc.

VALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROM DiVIALON OF RESEARCH SERVICES

A., B. Preslugging of forms for distribution; update current file; additional programming
for longitudinal analysis.

C. Scanning, ITEMPS
1 '1

D. Scanning, ITEMS
F. ID match & merge; analyses by prOgram & student.
G. Scanning, ITEMS



11 SCIML DISTRICT OF PHILPLEIPHIA
OFFICE OF REEFARCH MD EVIUARTION
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Svaimation Service Sere

PROJECT: BENCHMARK (R)

11

(MRS #611 -02 -507 )

PROECT PROJECT Arnold Escourt IMMANENT
DI RECTOR: Edmund Forte EVALIATOM CATEGORY:

GALS TO BE AISEffign

A. By the end of the school year 50% of the pupils with 80% attendance
will achieve 90% mastery of the word-recognition skills measured by
the Phonics Inventory A and B.

B. By the end of the school year 70% of the pupils with 80% attendance
will gain the readihg skills of one book level as measured by teacher
scoring of an Individual Reading Inventory.

C. By the end of the school year 60% of the pupils with 80% attendance
will gain one level as measured by the Philadelphia Mathematics
Evaluation Tests.

D. At least 60% of the parents of children enrolled in the project
will show concern and interest by (a) visiting the school,
(b) volunteering their time, (c) assisting with homework,
(T) contacting the teacher, or (e) introducing the pupil to new
educational experiences, as measured by teacher records.

E. Each Benchmark teacher will be assisted by one aide during all
classroom instruction. The Evaluation Team will observe aides
active in reviewing material, marking papers, distributing and
collecting materials, keeping records for small groups and
individual pupils, and assisting individuals and groups with
review or reinforcement activities as recorded on the
Observational Checklist.

1.5
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

A pre -post evaluation study will be conducted. The pretesting process will provide
baseline data for the project and diagnostic data for the teacher. The data will
indicate starting points for instruction and allow the teachers to focus on areas
for review and concentration of efforts. The instructional process will be monitored
using the Observational Checklist and by evaluators knowledgeable in the process.
Posttests will be utilized to ascertain individual pupil gains, and group achievement.

Instruments to be used in the pre- and posttesting process are:

The Phonics Inventory A and B, individual Reading Inventories, and the
Philadelphi,a Mathematics Evaluation Tests.

The California Achievement Tests will be administered in February to provide
measures of growth after one year of project implementation.

Teachers will maintain records of parents volunteering their services, or
contacting them. A questionnaire will be developed to determine parental assistance
with homework or exposure to new educational experiences.

EVALUATION MILESTONES
1. Conference with

project Director
24. Evaluation Designed

Mo.

AILY AUG. SEPTA OCLPICC,N.C..JAN, FEB. MAR. APR. MAY JLZIE

V

OILY Al&

3. P al Accepted
4. Premeasures

Administered
S. Monitoring of Project
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
7. Interim'Report
8. Monitoring Corpleted
9. Post-Measures

Administered

..0

0...r....5m...

10. Final Report Prepared
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made Rev

11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

12. Printing Arranged/
Distributed

NDTentative W/70410t Appl-oable LettermGcal, MAasur-ng Device Sample , etc.

EVALUATION SERVICES REWIRED FROM DIVISION OF RESEARCH SERVICES
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TIE SCI111. DISTRICT CF
OFFICE OF RESARCH AMD EWLISTICII
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

'valuation Service Foos

PROJECT: Bilingual Education (R)

PROJECT Charles McLaughlin
DIRECTOR:

(PBRS # 611-06-538)

PROJECT INVOLVE/ENT
EvALLATOR3 Marion Kaplan CATEGORY: 2

WilasiMILAUESSIM

A. Carin'o Center pupils will increase their instructional reading levels to the
extent that, between the September pretest and the May posttest, 75% of
them will gain at least one book level on a group Informal Reading Inventory.

Cariiio Center pupils will increase in mathematics achievement to the extent
that, for each selected subtest of the Key Math Diagnostic Arithmetic Test,
85% of the students, on the May posttest, will exceed their September
pretest score by an amount greater than the product of the standard error
of the difference for two parallel measures and the critical value for
significance (p<.05).

C. Carino Center pupils will increase their reading achievement levels to
the extent that, between the September pretest and the May posttest,
there will be a significant gain (p<.05) in average raw score on each level
of the Interamerican Series Tests of Reading.

D. Pupils receiving full-day service from the Bilingual Education auxiliary
teachers in the feeder schools will increase their instructional reading
levels to the extent that, between the September pretest and the May
posttest, 75% of the pupils will gain at least one book level on a group
Informal Reading Inventory.

E. Pupils receiving full-day service from the Bilingual Education auxiliary
teachers in the feeder schools will increase in mathematics achievement
to the extent that, for each selected subtest of the Key Math Diagnostic
Arithmetic Test, 85% of the students, on the May posttest, will exceed
their September pretest score by an amount equal to the product of the
standard error of the difference for two parallel measures and the critical
value for significance (p<.05) .

F. Pupils receiving remedial service from the Bilingual Education auxiliary
teachers in the feeder schools will improve in basic skills to the extent
that, by the end of the school year, 80% of them will master 90% of the
specific skills for which they were referred. This will be determined by
examination of teacher records.

17
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

A. A group Informal Reading Inventory will be administered to all
Carino Center. pupils in September and May. The number and percentage
of pupils gaining one or more book levels will be calculated. The
result will be compared with the stated criterion.

B. Selected subtests of the Key Math Diagnostic Arithmetic Test will
be administered to all Caririo Center pupils in September and May.
To determine if a pupil has met the criterion for gain, the following
procedures will be employed for each subtest.

1. Using the publisher's standard error of measurement, the standard
error of difference (for two parallel measures) will be calculated.

2. This quantity will be multiplied by the critical value for p<.05
to obtain a criterion of gain for the specific subtest.

3. Each pupil's pretest score will be subtracted from his posttest
score to determine his obtained gain.

4. The obtained gain (for each pupil) will be compared with the
criterion of gain.

The percentage of students whose obtained gains exceed the criterion of
gain on all administered subtests will be calculated and compared with
the expectation of having 85% of the students gain on all subtests.

EVALIATICK MI LaTONES
1. Conference with

Project Director

.biLLY ALA. riFerl of ,Nova IBC, JAN. FEB. MAR. APR. MAY JUNE JULY LAG,

2. Evaluation Designed
. Proposal Accepted
4. Premeasures

Administered
. Monitoring of project

ABC

,DEL F

6. Mid-Measures
Administered

7. Interim'Report
8. Monitoring Completed
9. Post-Measures

Administered
ABC

10. final Report Prepared
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

1-

11. Preliminary Final
Draft T ed

12. Printing Arranged,

401-lent ati ve

Di
eft= M APPLA16141 Letter -Goal, Maasur:alg Device, Sample, otc.

EVALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROMIDIVISION_Cf RESEARCH SERVICES

Assistance with the selection of a Bilingual screening test.

18
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C. The Interamerican Series Tests of Reading will be administered to all
Caririb Center pupils will be administered in September and May. For
each level of the test, mean pretest and mean posttest scores will be
calculated and compared using Sandlers A-statistic (p<.05).

D. A group Informal Reading Inventory will be administered to all
pupils receiving full-day service from the auxiliary teachers. Procedures
will be similar to those described under A.

E. S..,iected subtests of the Key Math Diagnostic Arithmetic Test will be
administered to all pupils receiving full-day service from the
auxiliary teachers. Procedures will be similar to those described
under B.

F. For each pupil receiving remedial services, the auxiliary teacher
will maintain a progress record. This record will state the skill(s)
For which the pupil was referred, the date of entry, the nature of
instruction provided, and the degree of remediation. Evaluators
will examine these records in December and May. Data from these
records will be compiled and compared with the stated criterion (80%
of the students mastering 90%.of the specific skills).

19
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TIE son DISTRICT IF MUMMA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH N EWLUATICII
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

limitation Service Pomo

a

PROJECT: COMPREHENSIVE MATH A - Elementary Resources Teacher Program (PERS *ending

A Component of the Comprehensive Mathematics Program (R)
PROJECT PROJECT

.

INVOLVEMENT

DIRECTOR: Alex Tobin EVIII,J011CRS Arnold Escourt CATEGORY : 1

gALTILALASSESSE2

a. During the school year targeted pupils will show an average gain of two instructional
mathematics levels as indicated by scores of the Philadelphia Mathematics Evaluation
Tests administered in the Fall and Spring.

b. During the period February to February (when city-wide tests are given) the percentage
of targeted pupils in Grades 1-6 below the 16th percentile will be reduced by 3%.

20
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EVALUATIMTECHNNLES (DESIGN)

A pre-post deslgn supported by observation by the evaluation team and project
coordinator will be utilzed. The sample will include a minimum of 30% of the
targeted pupils.

EVALUATION MILESTONES JULY AUG. SEPT OCT NOV. DEC. JAN. FEB. 1MAR. APR. MAY JUNE JULY AUG.
1. Conference with

Project Director
2. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premeasures

Administered
5. Monitoring of Project

a a

6. Mid-Measures
Administered N/A

. interim'Report
8. Monitoring Completed
9. Post-Mwasures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

a a

11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

12. Printing Arranged/
Di tributed

- Tentative 7 -Firm 11/740Aot Appli cable LettermGoal, Mazur ng Device Sample, etc.

IYALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROM DIVISION OF RESEARCH SERVICES
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DE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF PRILAILPHIA
OFFICE OF RESEAR04 AND EVALUATION
FEDERAL. EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

SvalVation Service toem

COMPREHENSIVE MATH B Junior High/Middle School Mathematics

PROJECT: Specialist Program Component of Comprehensive Math Program(R) (pBRs SPending

PROJECT PROJECT INVOLVEMENT
DIRECTOR: Alex Tobin EVALUATOR: Arnold Escourt CATEGORY: 1

WAS TO BE ASSESSED

a a. During the school year 60% of the eligible puOls in middle and junior high schools will
raise their mathematics achievement by one level as measured by the Philadelphia
Mathematics Ev9luation Test.

b. Each eligible middle and junior high school will have an assigned Mathematics Specialist
Teacher who will provide on-going staff development to teachers of Title

I children,
and use 40% of his available time to provide remediation help to pupils identified as
having the greatest need as indicated by teacher records and observations conducted
by the evaluation team using the Observational Checklist.

c. Each Mathematics Specialist Teacher will serve as a resource to Title I teachers to
implement a comprehensive "mathematics levels" program through Year 9 as indicated by
observations of the project coordinator and school administration staff as reported on
the Comprehensive Mathematics Survey Form.
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)
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TIE SCifilL DISTRICT OF PHIMPHIA
OFFICE OF REINAKH NO EVALUATION
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Svaivatian Sorvite roam

COMPREHENSIVE MATH C-Tenth Grade Mathematics Specialist Program

PROJECT: A component of the Comprehensive Math Program (R) (PBRS # Pending

PRCOECT PROJECT

DIRECTOR: Alex Tobin EVALUATOR: Arnold Escourt

INVOLVEMENT
CATEGORY: 1

GOALS TOM ASSES=
During the period between the pretest and posttest using the Math Computation subtest
of the CAT level 5 eligible pupils in the tenth grade (scoring at the 16th percentile
or below) will increase their scores with a median gain of two percentile points.

b. Eligible pupils will be rostered to five (5) periods of Mathematics instruction per week
in a class with a maximum of 25 pupils as indicated by the school records and observations
by the Evaluation team.

c. Eligible schools will have an assigned 10th-grade Mathematics Specialist Teacher who will
provide ongoing staff development for teachers of Title I pupils, and will utilize 40%
of their rostered time to remediate selected pupils as indicated by the project coordinator's
report and observations made by the evaluation team.

Comprehensive Math C Mathematics Skill Center Program for Eleventh and Twelfth Grades

d4 A Mathematics Skill Center Teacher (Grades 11 and 12) and a Mathematics Skill Center Aide
will be provided for each eligible senior high school as indicated by personnel records
and site observation.

e. The Mathematics Skill Center Teacher will (a) provide individualized instruction to

eligible pupils in the 11th and 12th grades, (1..\ provide diagnosis and individual prescrip-
tion for each participating pupil, and (c) maintain achievement and attendance records for

each participating pupil. These activities will be observed and monitored by the project
coordinator and the evaluation team using the Observational Checklist.

f. The Skill Center Aide will be observed by the Evaluation Team which will use the

Observational Form. The Aide will assist the teacher in the room by (a) marking papers,

and filling in records, (b) storing and maintaining instructional materials, (c)reviewing
material with pupils or tutoring pupils, or (d) performing needed clerical or housekeeping
tasks during periods of classroom instruction.

g. During the school year, eligible students who attend the Mathematics Skill Center 70% of
the time requested by the Center's teacher as indicated by the teacher records will make

a 20% gain in the number of items correct on the compdtation section of the Level S
California Achievement Tests administered in the Fall and Spring.
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

Tenth Grade Mathematics Specialist Pr gram
. A pre-post monitoring process will be utilized. The CAT level 5 computation sub-test will

be used to screen pupils for this program. The posttest gains will be used to evaluate
pupil achievement.

. Classroom visitation and observations will be completed during the year by the program
coordinator and project evaluation team.

. The Mathematics Specialist will maintain up-to-date records of pb J4. attendance and
accomplishments for students participating in his remedial group's.

Comprehensive.Math C Mathematics Skills Center Program for Eleventh-and Twelfth-Grade
Pupils in Title I Senior High Schools

. A pre-post monitoring design will be adopted. Pupils will be pretested with the
Level SCAT for determination of pupil need. Posttests will be used to measure growth.
Teachers will maintain up-to-date records of pupil attendance, achievement, and progress
through the program.

. Classroom visitations will be conducted periodically by the Program Coordinator and
project evaluation team.
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DE SOM. DISTRICT OF PHILIZEIPHIA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH MID Bit/MTH:el
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Svaivatian Service Foam

COMPREHENSIVE MATh D -Activity-Centered Mathematics for
PROJECT: Retarded Educable Children

A Component of Comprehensive Math Program (R)

PROJECT PROJECT
DIRECTOR.: Alex Tobin EVALUATCRI Arnold Escourt

(PBRS # Pending )

INVOLVEMENT
CATEGORY:

GOALS TO

Ar During the school year pupils will achieve ar average growth of five (5) months in the
area of CONTENT, APPLICATIONS, and OPERATIONS AS MEASURED BY THE KEY MATH DIAGNOSTIC
ARITHMETIC TEST administered in the Fall and Spring.,

0. Fifty percent of the teachers will maintain or improve their attitudes toward the teaching
of mathematics as measured by the YOA AYERS TOBIN (YAT) ATTITUDE TOWARD MATHEMATICS TEST
administered in the Spring.
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EVALUATION TECANIQUES (DESIGN)

. All children participating in the program will be pretested and posttested with the
Key Mathematics Diagnostic Arithmetic Test published by American Guidance Service
for the purpose of measuring growth in mathematical achievement.

. The YOA AYERS TOBIN ATTITUDE TOWARDS MATHEMATICS TEST will be used to pretest and
posttest participants. The test was jointly designed and validated by the Division
of Mathematics Education and the Division of Research and Evaluation.

. On-site monitoring by program coordinator.
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TIE SCRIM. DISTRICT (F PHIVIEIPHIA
OFFICE OF NEEPJ101 MD MIAMI
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

SvalesSion Service Fees

COMPREHENISVE READING PROJECT - AIDE SERVICES (R)
PROUECT: PART A K-3 AIDES

PR CT Leontine D. Scott

DIRECTOR: Frances Becker
PICJECT
ENALUATORs 11,rnold Escourt

611-02-518
(MIRS w 61 1 -01 -506

IMOLVDENT
CATEGORY: 3

Q

GALS To HE masa
a. Efficient use of the aides' time will be maintained by the teachers so that aides

will spend (a) at least 60% of their time in supervising and/or working with
individuals Tone or two children) or small groups (from three to seven children),
(b) not more than 20% of their time in clerical tasks (e.g., grading, record keeping),
and (c) not more than 20% of their time in such tasks as class trips, operation of
A/V equipment, housekeeping, and other activities. This will be verified by
evaluators' inspection of Weekly Activity Logs to be maintained by aides, locally
developed teacher questionnaires and observations made by members of the evaluation
team using the Observational Checklist.

b. Aides will be assigned to work with not more than three teachers or classes each
week as indicated by the Weekly Activity Logs and observations by the evaluation
team using the Observational Checklist.
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ealan2LuallatiEslizsata
a/b This project will be evaluated by using ongoing observations, teachers' reports

and logs kept by the aides. The evaluation team will use the Observational
Checklist to record the classroom activities of the aides. A 20% sampling of

schools participating in the project will be used.

a/b All aides will be randomly assigned to maintain during two weeks a Weekly Summary
of Activities log. A special NCS form and VALTREP program have already been
developed for data reduction purposes. Aides will meet early in September to

receive training in how to properly record and score the logs.

1. The aides will report onto the log the grades they worked in during the
two randomly assigned weeks.

2. Aides will report onto the log the number of regular teachers and classes
they worked on a daily basis during the two assigned weeks. The total

number for the two items will be tabulated and averaged across aides to
determine the attainment of this objective.

3. Aides will be asked to record onto the log the number of hours and minutes
they spent on a daily basis in 14 major activities. Such activities include

tutoring individual children, small-group instruction, clerical tasks, class
trips, housekeeping operation of A/V equipment and other kindergarten activities.
The total number of minutes across aides and schools for each of the 14 areas

will be tabulated, averaged and converted to an overall percentage of time.
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THESHOLDISTRICTOFFNIMPHIA
OFFICE OF RESENCH AND EVAUJATION
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Svaleaticn Service Semi

COMPREHENSIVE READING PROJECT - AIDE SERVICES (R)

PROJECT: PART B LIBRARY AIDES

PROJECT
PROJECT

DIRECTOR: Jaan Myers EVALUATOR: Arnold Escourt

(PBRS #611-02-503 )

WAVANNT
CATEGORY: 3

GLALLMBLIASEVa
4 B. Library Aides

a. Each library assistant assigned to a regular, bilingual, or special education elementary

school will assist the school's reading program by doing the following:

1. Ensure the availability of instructional and reading materials in the IMC for immediate

use by teachers and children by arranging books on the shelves according to the Dewey

Decimal System for non-fiction books and alphabetically by author's last name for

fiction books. This will be verified by an evaluation team ascertaining whether at

least 9 of 10 randomly selected books are shelved properly according to the ten

broad categories of the Dewey Decimal System and whether 9 of 10 randomly selected

fiction books are arranged in the proper letter category.

2. Filed catalog cards properly in the card catalog and shelf list. This will be ver-

ified by an evaluation team ascertaining whether 41 of 10 cards randomly selected

from three drawers are properly filed in proper alphabetic or numeric sequence.

3. Set up and maintain a reading-level file for all books received as of September 1975..

This will be verified by an evaluation team ascertaining whether :4 of S" books

randomly selected from a list of books that had been received as of September 1975

were properly filed in a reading-level file.

4. Motivate children to borrow books from the IMC by setting up at least three times

per year, attractive book displays based on themes designated for all IMCs. The

success of this motivation program will be measured by comparing the total circula-

tion and requests of a sample of books on the particular theme during the 20 school

days immediately before the display with the corresponding total circulation and

requests figures during the first 20 school days of the display.

A significant difference at the p <.20 level will be interpreted as evidence that

displays have had a significant impact upon book circulation.

5. Operate the IMC A-V equipment for children at least once per month at the teacher's

and/or children's request. This will be verified by logs to be maintained by the

LAs.

b. In order to enhance the school's reading program, 2 in-service programs for elementary

and 1 for Sr. High will be provided for Library assistants during the 1974-1975 school

year to train the assistants to implement the above objectives as measured by a work-

shop questionnaire.
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c. The LA asdgned to schools that have a minimum of 25% enrollment of children with Spanish
surnames, will

1) assist Spanish-speaking children in the selection of materials in English and/or in
Spanish. This will be verified by an evaluation team using a checklist to ascertain
whether the bilingual LA assisted Spanish-speaking children in the selection of ma-
terials in English and/or in Spanish.

2) make Spanish library and reading materials available for parents and children. Such
materials are intended to enhance and preserve the Spanish culture and thus provide
a sense of pride and self-identification. This will be verified by an evaluation
team ascertaining whether shelves containing reading materials in Spanish are available
for children and parents.

. Each library assistant assigned to a secondary school will assist the school's reading
program by providing such library aide and secretarial services under the professional
librarian's guidance and direction. A survey of the kind of services being performed
shall be ascertained via questionnaires to be completed by the LA and librarian and the
amount of time devoted to various services shall be obtained by having the LAs maintain
two weeks during the year, a Weekly Summary of Activities log.

EVALUATION DESIGN

Objectives Al, A2, A3

For objectives Al-A3, the evaluation team will randomly visit a 20% sample of IMC elemen-
tary schools. A special monitoring checklist will be developed to record for each of the
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EVALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROM MUNN OF RESEARCH SERVICES.

The Weekly Summary of Activities NCS sheets will have to be run through by December 1, 1q75
and through Dr. Pierson's program by December 15, 1975 for the interim report and by May 15, 1975

-(for both) for the final report.
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objectives how many of the randomly selected books and/or cards were properly filed. An

average mean and variance across schools will be summarized in reporting the attainment
(or doyree of success;) of the objectives.

Objective A4. An overall average across schools will determine whether book displays have
a significant impact upon circulation. The Fishers "t" test will be used in, the statistical
test as a prepost analysis. A p<20 level will be accepted as the point of significance.

Objective A5. The logs will be summarized across schools to determine whether the LAs were
,operating AV equipment for children at least once per month.

B. The evaluation team will visit the three in-service programs and will determine whether
the sessions were used to train the LAs to implement the objectives of the project. A

workshop questionnaire will be distributed to the LAs to determine whether the partici-
pants felt that the in-service workshops were worthwhile and met the objective.

Cl. For objectives Ci and C2, the evaluation team will randomly visit a 30% sampling of IMC
bilingual elementary schools to ascertain whether bilingual LAs assist Spanish-speaking
childr411 in the selection of materials in English and/or in Spanish, and whether shelves
containing reading materials in Spanish are available for children and parents. Only
upon finding 80% of sampled schools performing such activities will these two objectives
be considered as having been attained..

D. The evaluation team, during their visits, will cross check the data and will record
onto an Observational Checklist, the clerical and mechanical tasks that were being per-
formed by the LAs. Data will be summarized and tabulated in terms of frequency of
occurrence. The team will randomly visit a 20% sampling of IMC secondary schools.

EVALUATION SERVICES REOUIRED FROM DIVISION OF RESEARCH SERVICES (continued)

The multipurprse form questionnaires must also be run by DeceMber 1, 1975 and assistance
for the ITEMS R program by December 15, 1975 and by May 15, 1975 for the final report.
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DE 9 C1011. DISTRICT OF
OFFICE OF AUIMOI AID MIAMI
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

limitation Service lam

COMPREHENSIVE READING PROGRAM

PROJECT: AIDE SERVICES (R) PART C PARENT AIDES NONPUBLIC

William Loue III
PROJECT PRGUECT
DIRECTOR:

Charles McLaughlin Emmacrom Arnold Escourt

(rims .# 611-06-613)

!MOVEMENT
CATEGORY: 3

2210111ALMSEN11
C. Parent Aides - Non-public school

During the 1975-1976 school year, the presence of parent school aides in classrooms
of target schools will facilitate small group and individualized instruction in basic
academic skill areas (reading, language arts, mathematics) as determined by systematic
observations of parent aide'classrooms using the Learning Environment Checklist.
The following criteria will be expected:

1. With respect to classroom grouping arrangements, pupils will be observed working
in small groups (2-10 pupils) and/or as individuals during at least 60% of observed
time.

2. With respect to the level of instructional differentiation, in less than 10% of
observed time will all pupils be observed completing the same assignment.

3. With respect to the role of the teacher, in at least 30% of observed time teachers
will be observed actively guiding and/or assisting groups or individuals.

4. With respect to the activities of the aides, at least 20% of observed time will be
devoted to supervising and/or assisting individual children.
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)
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DE sant DISTRICT IF PHILMIPHIA
OFFICE OF NEIENICH MID EVIL TICII
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Svaivation Service Pere

PROJECT:

PROJECT
DIRECTOR:verneta Harvey

Comprehensive. Reading Program
District 1 (R)

PROJECT
BIALIATOM Sherrie Rose

611-01-02-03-
(MB #04-05-796 )

I NWLVEMENT
CATEGORY:

GALS TO

Kindergarten Objectives

To develop the readiness skills of kindergarten pupils who are entering school
September, 1975, to the extent that the district frequency distribution will
approximate the national.norming distribution on the S.E.S.A.T.

Primary Objectives

1. To improve the total reading achievement of the pupils in grades 1 and 2,
to the extent that the distribution of scores for these grades will be
equal to or greater than the distribution of scores for the previous year
in those grades as measured by the C.A.T.

2. To improve the total reading scores, during the course of the 1975-76
school year,bf those primary pupils in year 3, to the extent that there
will be a 20% reduction in the number of pupils scoring below the 50th
percentile as measured by the C.A.T.

Intermediate Objectives

la. To reduce the percentage of
percentile in total reading
measured by the C.A.T.

b. To reduce the percentage of
percentile in total reading
measured by the C.A.T.

2a. To reduce the percentage of
percentile in total reading
measured by the C.A.T.

b. Tb reduce the percentage of
percentile in total reading
measured by he C.A.T.

3a. To reduce the percentage of
percentile in total reading
as measured by the C.A.T.

b. To reduce the percentage of
percentile in total reading
measured by the C.A.T.

4th grade pupils scoring below the 16th
to 19% during the 1975-76 school year as

pupils scoring between the 16th and 49th
to 39% during the 1975-76 school year as

5th grade pupils scoring below the 16th
to 25% during the 1975-76 school year as

pupils scoring between the 16th and 49th
to 38% during the 1975-76 school year as

6th grade pupils scoring below the 16th
to 214, during the 1975-76 school year

pupils scoring between the 16th and 49th
to 42% during the 1975-76 school year as
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TO determine the extent to which reading objectives are achieved; a posttest
evaluation design is utilized, using the California Achievement Test total reading
percentiles. The C.A.T. is the measuring instrument of all instructional levels
except the kindergarten. For the kindergarten, the S.E.S.A.T. is used.

Success is determined by examining the differences in the proportions
of students scoring in designated percentile bands.

EVALUKTION MILESTONES
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Draft Taped/P ed
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EVALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROM ninantiff RESEARCH sERvicga

36



Secondary Objectives

la. To reduce to 27% the number of students in the 7th'grade scoring below
the 16th percentile as measured by the California Achievement Test,
total reading score.

b. To reduce to 39% the number of students in the 7th gtade scoring between
the 16th to 49th percentile as measured by the C.A.T., total reading
score.

2a. TO reduce to 29% the number of students in the 8th yLade scoring below
the 16th percentile as measured by the California Achievement. Test,
total reading score.

b. TO reduce the 41% the number of students in the 8th grade scoring between
the 16th to 49th percentile as measured by the C.A.T., total reading
score.

3a. TO reduce to 36% the number of students in the 9th yLade scoring below
the 16th percentile as measured by the California Achievemen Test,
total reading score.

b. TO reduce the 36% the,number of students in the 9th grade scoring between
the .16th to 49th percentile as measured by the C.A.T., total reading
score.

4a. TO reduce to 47% the.. number of students in the 10th grade scoring below
the 16th percentile as measured by the California Achievement Test,
total reading score.

b. TO reduce to 35% the number of students in the 10th grade scoring between
the 16th to 49th percentile as measured by the C.A.T., total reading
score.

5. TO reduce to 53% the number of students in the llth grade scoring below
the 16th percentile as measured by the California Achievemen Test,
total reading score.

6. To reduce to 49% the number of students in the 12th grade-scoring below
the 16th percentile as measured by the California Achievement Test,
total reading score.
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TIE SOITIL DISTRICT (F PHILADELPHIA
OFFICE OF RESEM01 NS MIMICS
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

sinduation Service hem

PRCUECT:

PRA.ECT
DI RECTOR:

Comprehensive Reading Program
District Two (R)

(paRs

PROJECT INVOLVEMENT
Mr. Michael Iannelli MUMS Mr. James E. Scheib CATEGORY:

Mks TO BE AtiMER

a. Improvement of reading comprehension skills in grades 2 to 12 so
that compared to February 1975 results two percent more students
will score above the national 16th percentile at each grade level.

b. Improvement of reading vocabulary in grades 1 to 12 so that compared
to February 1975 results two percent more students will score above
the national 16th percentile at each grade level.

c. Improvement in mastery of phonics elements in the primary grades,
so that compared to the May 1975 results, a greater percentage of
third grade students will demonstrate mastery of phonics skills as
measured by the Sight and Sound Inventory.

d. The distribution of scores of kindergarten pupils on the Letters
and Sounds and Aural Comprehension Subtests of the S.E.S.A.T. I

will approximate the distribution of the norming population.

e. Improvement in Phonics Skills among all students in programmed
reading and multilevel I in grades 7 to 10, so that compared to
the September 1975 results a greater p2rcentage of these students
will demonstrate mastery of these skills as measured by the Sight
and Sound Inventory, Form B.

33



38

V/ALUATI C14 TECHNIQUES (DU I GN)

a. California Achievement Test, Reading Comprehension Subtest:
Frequency distribution will be computed and compared with February
1975 results.

b. California Achievement, Vocabulary Subtest:
Frequency distribution will be computed and compared with February
1975 results.

c. Sight and Sound Inventory: Administered in May, 1976 Raw score
frequency distributions with mastery set at 28 of 31 items for Form
A and 49 of 54 items for Form B. Proportion of pupils achieving
mastery will be computed.

d. Stanford Early School Achievement Test, Aural Comprehension Subtest
and Letters and Sounds subtest will be administered in February.
The distributions of scores will be computed and compared to the
forming population.

e. sight and Sound Inventory, Form B: Administered in September, and
May. Raw score frequency distributions with mastery set at 49 of
54 items. Proportion of pupils achieving mastery on pre- and post-
tests will be computed and compared.
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DE SC1ML DISTRICT OF FIIIIJAIPHIA
OFFICE OF RE M/0 NO Matta
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

ivalnatlan Service Poem

PROJECT:

RAMC?
DIRECTOR:

Comprehensive Reading Program
District Three (R)

Mr. Arther Romanelli
PROJECT
MINORS James E. Scheib

(peRs

INVOLVEMENT
CATEGORY:

MKS- To BE AUFAEli

A.

B.

Improvement of reading skills in grades 1 to 12 so that compared to Feb-
bruary 1975 results two percent more students will score above the national 16th
percentile at each grade level.

All third year students are to master at least 200 of the 220 words of the
Dolch Basic Sight Word Vocabulary by the final Check point of the
1975-1976 school year.
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EVALUATICK TECHNEXES (DESIGN)

A. California Achievement Test, Reading subtests: frequency distribution will be
be computed and compared with February 1975 results.

B. All third year students will be individually tested with an oral reading
of a sample of the Dolch List. The list is divided' into four comparable subsets
and the subtests are alternated so that all words on the list are administered
to one fourth of the district's third graders.

EALUATM1/411ESMIES
1. Conference with

Prelect Director
3. Ivaluaticn Desield
3. Pramosal Accepted
4. Premeasures

Acminietered
S. NonitorincitUroJect
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
. Interim'PeDort

8. monitoring completed
9. Post-NOWIZIDS

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications de

11. Preliminary Final
Carat PepodlPsweed

12. Printing Arranged/

ft nvretative F ma W

JILY.ALL Ain ccr fES.114AR._APILimAY ULY 1

is LetterGoal, Masser nq Devios, easels, etc.

EYALAnaMEMELINUIREDINEDVISM1 OF RESEARCH SEC
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'DE SOO'IL DISTRICT OF PRILACEIPHIA
OFFICE OF REMO MD EN/LIJATIal
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

velemeien Service Peep

PROJECT: Comprehensive Reading Program
District Four (R)

PROJECT
DIRECTOR: Katherine Jackson

PROJECT
EMALUATORS Sherry Rose

(PBRS #

INVOLVEMENT
CATEGORY:

OWLS TO BE ASSEIVER

a. To decrease by 20% the proportion of pupils in grades 3, 4, and 6

who score below the 16th percentile on the C. A. T.

b. To decrease by 30% the proportion of pupils in grade 5 who score
below the 16th percentile on the C. A. T.

c. To dbcrease by 16% the proportion of pupils in grades 3, 4, 5, and
6 who score between the 16th and 49th percentiles on the C. A. T.

d. To continue to decrease the average percentage of students scoring
below the 16th percentile in C. A. T. in grades 7 through 9 by 8%
as measured by the C. A. T.

e. To decrease the average percent of students scoring between the
16th to 49th percentile in grades 7 through 9 as measured by the
C. A. T.

I

f. To decrease the average percent of students scoring between the
16th to 49th percentile in C. A. T. in grade 10 by 5% as measured
by the C. A. T.

g. To decrease the average percentage of students scoring below the
16th percentile in C. A. T. in grade 11 by 5% as measured by the
C. A. T.

h. To decrease the average percent of students scoring between the
16th to 49th percentile in grade 11 by 5% as measured by the C. A. T.

j. To decrease the average percent of students ,scoring between, the 16th
to 49th percentile in grade 12 by 5% as measured by the C. A. T.
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EVALUATICti TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

B. Evaluation Design

To determine the extent to which reading objectives are achieved;
a posttest evaluation design is utilized, using the California
Achievement Test total reading percentiles. The C.A.T. is the
measuring instrument of all instructirsnal levels except the kinder-
garten. For the kindergarten, the S.E.S.A.T. is used.

Success is determined by examining the differences in the proportionsof students scoring in/designated percentile bands.

;.11 OM OA
1. Conference with

Pro ect Director
2. tvelusti Demi d
3. P al Am* d
4. Premeasures

ni t.red
Monitorin of Pro ect

6. Mid-Measures
istered

7. Into rt

8. Monitorin C leted
9. Post-Measures

istered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications de As

11. Preliminary Final

12. Printing Arrange

rentative Fire LetterinGoal, MAasurolg Device, Sample, gtc.

INALIKENLIEKVICES REQUIRED FICIM DIVISION OF RESENELSERimi

C. Test scoring services that include the C.A.T. scores/results in
percentile and scale scores.
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TIE SOM. DISTRICT (F
OFFICE OF REIFARD1 MD Mattel
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

linduotion Sonia' Peso

PROJECT: COMPREHENSIVE READING PROJECT
DISTRICT 5 (R)

PROJECT PROJECT
DIRECMR: Irving Rosen EVILUATOR: 'Alan Solomon

INVOLVEMENT
CATEGORY:

IOU TO BE PaiEM

A. No more than 15% of all kindergarten children will score below the 16th
percentile on the Letters and Sounds Subtest of the Stanford Early School
Achievement Test.

B. No more than 15% of all kindergarten children will score below the 16th
percentile on the Aural Comprehension Subtest of the Stanford Early School
Achievement Test.

C. There will be a reduction of 5% or more in the number of kindergarten
students scoring below the 50th percentile in the Letters and Sounds
Subtest of the Stanford Early School Achievement Test.

D. No more than 13% of all year 1 pupils will score below the 16th percentile
in Total Reading on the California Achievement Test.

E. There will be a reduction of 5% or more in the number of students (grades 1-12)
scoring below the 50th percentile in the Total Reading snore mf the California
Achievement Test.

F. No more than 18% of all grade 2 pupils will score below the 16th percentile in
Total Reading on the California-Achievement Test.

G. No more than 27% of all grade 3 pupils will score below the 16th percentile
in Total Reading on the California Achievement Test.

H. No more than 29% of all grade 4 pupils will score below the 16th percentile in
Total Reading on the California Achievement Test.

I. No more than 41% of all grade 5 pupils wq11 score below the 16th percentile in
Total Readi-g on the California Achievement Test.

J. No more than 38% of all grade 6 pupils will score below the 16th percentile in
Total Reading on the C.A.T.

K. No more than 45% of all grade 7 pupils will score below the 16th percentile
in Total Reading on the California Achievement Test.
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Objectives A, B, C, and Q - StanfordEarly School Achievement Test data from the
relevant subtests (Aural Comprehension andLetters and
Sounds) will be summarized.

The percentage of students below the 16th and 50th
percentiles will be computed and compared to the pre-
vious years' results.

Objectives D, E, F, G, H, I, J, K, L, M, N, 0 and P -

California Achievement Test
The percentage of student:, scoring below the 16th and
50th percentile will be computed by grade and compared
to the previous years' results.

MIL ESTO1.

Conference with
protect Director

a. ivoluation Designed
3. Pavane.' Acc epted
4. Preseaeures

Ali nittered
S. Nionitorinm of Project
6. aid-Measures

Administered
7. IntedsyneDort
8. toxin c leted
9. Poet-Measures

Administered

my krakzEr4. acT,Novi,xx...aki.ofER. moiRJAPR.-`1*

10. Final Report Prepared
Drafts Reviewed
modifications Made/Rev

11. Preliminary Final
Drift PePmd/Prgefed

12. Printing Arranged/
D t

iTentative F cm

r 41,

I 1
LetterGoal, Mnaaur-ng Device, Semple, etc.

EVALUATION SERVICES REWIRED F1 3M DIValai OF RESEARCH SERVICES



GOALS TO BE ASSESSED (cont.)

L. No more than 41% of all grade 8 pupils will score below the 16th percentile
in Total Reading on the California Achievement Test.

M. No more than 44% of all grade 9 students will score below the 16th percentile
in Total Reading on the C.A.T.

N. No more than 45% of all grade 10 students will score below the 16th percentile
in Total Reading on the C.A.T.

0. No more than 51% of all grade 11 students will score below the 16th percentile
in Total Reading on the C.A.T.

P. No more than 47% of all grade 12 students will score below the 16th per-
centile in Total Reading on the C.A.T.

4
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1W SOM. DISTRIa tF FilIVLEPHIA
OFFICE OF REMO AND ENUATICEI
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Evaluation Simko Ism

PROJECT: Comprehensive Reading Program
District 6 (R)

PROJECT PRCUECT

DIRECTOR: Norman Klein EWILAMORS Joseph Gavin

(PBRS #

INVOLVEMENT
CATEGORY:

Mks TO PIE MEM

A. In each grade from 1 to 8, to increase by five, the percentage of
pupils achieving above the 50th percentile in the February, 1976
total reading score of the California Achievement Test when compared
to the achievement of the same grade in February, 1975

B. To increase by five, the percentage of kindergarten pupils achieving
above the 50th percentile in the February, 1976 Letters and Sounds,
Environment and Aural Comprehension Subtests of the Stanford'Early
School Achievement Test when compared to the February, 1975 achieve-
ment of kindergarten pupils.
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VALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

A. Administer and score C.A.T. tests in February, 1976
.Compute number of pupils above nat't norm in Total Reading
.Compare results with February, 1975 C.A.T.

B. Administer and scone SESAT tests'in February, 1975
.Compute number of pupils above the nat'l norm in Environment,
Letters & Sounds, and Auditory Comprehension
.Compareresults with February, 1975 SESAT

EVALLICIO MILESICNES
1. Conference with

Project Director
2. liveluatico Designed
3. Propelisl Accepted
4. Premeasures

Administered

off Nov, fiat. -MAR. _APR. MAY onanobalf

. NOnitoring of Project

6. Mid-Measures
Administered

7. Interia'Report
8. monitoring Completed
9. PostMOMPUZ118

Administered
103. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Mods/Rev

11. Preliminary Final
0 T ed

12. Printing Arrange
D

Tentative Fir APO is LetterGoal, Measur_ng Device, Sample, etc.

manghsmagaaguigalinixylueN OF RESEARCH SERVICES
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931111. DISTRICT OF PHILKEIPHIA
OFFICE OF 11E11404 Mo EVILIMON
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

SvelVeSicn Service teem

PROJECT: Comprehensive Reading Program
District 7 (R)

PROUECT PROJECT UWONE4ENT
DIRECTOR: Reeda Kravinsky MUM *Alan Solomon CATEGORY:

QIISLICLKISSFAILI

A. There will be a reduction of 5% in the number of Title I
kindergarten students scoring below the 50th percentile
on the Letters and Sounds and Aural Comprehension Subtests
of the Stanford Early School Achievement Test.

B. There will be a reduction of 5% in the number of Title I
'students (grades 1 through 8) scoring below the 50th
percentile on the Total Reading score on the California
Achievement Test.

C. Ninety percent of kindergarten pupils will attain upper case
alphabet mastery and 85% will show lower case alphabet mastery
by June 1976.

D. Ninety-five percent of grade 1 pupils will attain upper case
alphabet mastery and 90% will show lower case mastery by June,
1976.

E. Ninety-eight percent of grade 2 pupils will show upper case
alphabet mastery and 95% will show lower case mastery by June,
1976.

F. Twenty percent of the kindergarten pupils will master Form A
of the phonics inventory by June, 1976.

G. Seventy percent of grade 1 pupils will master Form A of the
phonics inventory by June, 1976.

H. Eighty percent of grade 2 pupils will master Form A of the
phonics inventory by June, 1976.

I. Ninety percent of the grade 3 pupils will master Form A of the
phonics inventory and 40% will master Form B.

J. Sixty percent of the grade 4 pupils will master Form B of the
phonics inventory.

K. Seventy-five percent of grade 5 pupils will master Form B of
the phonics inventory.

E. Ninety percent of grade 6 pupils will master Form B of the
phonics inventory. 49
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atuzuctulsauguELIDEuctil

Objective A - Stanford Early School Achievement Test
Data from the relevant subtest (Aural Comprehension or Letters
and Sounds) will be summarized. The percentage of students
below'the 16th and 50th 'percentiles will be computed and oompared
to the previous years' results.

u-jective B California Achievement Test.

The percentage of Tltle I students scoring below the 50th percentile
in Total Reading will be calculated by grade and compared to the
previous years' results.

Objective C,-D, E,

The Alphabet Mastery Test will be administered in June, 1976. Data
will be summarized by grade and the results compared to those specified
in the objective.

Objectives F, G, H, I, J, K, and L

The phonics Inventory will be administered in June, 1976. Data will
be summerized by grade and the results compared to those specified
in the objective.

197

"19V4mILFVOWES

1.03enoe with
Project Director

WIPSWitiOn Designed

3. P al Acce

11"129Stor of P

Mid-Measures

A4minietorod

*Minietered

1111

car i JAN. Ifia JOE JISY ALE

4. PreMOSSUXIS

111117. Intl rt

8. Monitoring Completed

11.

L-

**Tentative Firs r" le Letter*Goal, MAaeur ng Device, Sample, etc.

ritianctuourgaistunzumulinsios OF RESEARCH SERVICES_

9. Post - Measures
k Administered

ID. Final Report Proposed
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Nede/Aev

Preliminary Final
ed

12. Printing Arrange

It is anticipated that 50,000 Sight and Sound Inventories will be scanned and
reports produced; half at the beginning of the year, and half at the end.
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DE S001 DISTRICT OF PIIIIILEIPHIA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH MD EVXUATION
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

ivaivatian Salvias Font

COMPREHENSIVE READING PROGRAM -READING SKILLS CENTERS AND

PA CTS SHARED TIME READING COMPONENTS (R) PARTS A & B (PBRS # 611-02-666)

PROJECT
DIRECTOR: IDA KRAVITZ

PROJECTNum ARNOLD ESCOURT
INVOLVEMENT
CATEGORY: 2

G =TO BE ASSESSED

a. Pupils participating in this project three or more times a week during the school
year will improve their vocabulary/comprehension skills as indicated by Fall and
Spring administration of Informal Reading Inventories (IRI). A minimum of 75% of
the group will gain one book level and 55% will gain two book levels.

b.

c.

Pupils participating in this project three or more times a week during the school
year will improve their decoding skills as indicated by a 20% gain in the mean
score of the 64-item Botel Phonics Inventory administered in September and May.

During the school year Reading Skill Center teachers will provide consultation
services to school staff and will continue to disseminate information, methods
and techniques to both local and out-of-city educators as indicated by Skill
Center teacher records.
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

The project will be evaluated utilizing a pre post design supported by periodic
visits to sites and monitoring of instructional practices using the Observation
Checklist.

The sample will include the population of pupils attending the program three
or more Limes each week during the school year.

EVAU$AT I al MILESTalES ALYALS4.4SEPT DCf XV, EE.C. JAN. FEB. 11AR. APR. MAY
1. Conference with

Project Director

JUNE aLY AUG4

2%. Evaluation Deli d
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premeasures

Administered 1,2

5. Monitoring of Project
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
Interim' Report

8. Monitoring Completed
9. Post - Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

1,2

11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/P=40*d

12. Printing Arranged/
Diectribut

isTentative ABIP cm 11/74MlotL,Appleabl. LetterGoal, Measur-ng Device, Sample, etc.

EVALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROPIDIVISION OF RESEARCH SERVICES

Conversion of LISA form to NCS format
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9C11111. DISTRICT (F PHILATEPHIA
OFFICE OF RESEARD4 MID 041.11

FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

IWO:use/an Service Toes

PROJECT: COMPREHENSIVE READING PROGRAM
IMPROVEMENT OF READING SKILLS (R)

PROJECT PART C PROJECT
DIRECTOR: Charles McLaughlin Evicunat: Marion Kaplan

(pgRs # 611-06-718)

IWOLVEMENT
CATEGORY: 3

GOLLMILASSEMIDI

a. Project pupils will increase their reading- achievement levels to
the extent that 90% of the pupils gain at least one book level and
60% gain two or more book levels between September pretest and
May posttest on a group Informal Reading Inventory.

b. Project pupils will improve their decoding skills to the extent
that there is an increase of 20 points in the percentage of pupils
attaining an 80% mastery score (68 or more correct out of 85. items)
on a project-specific phonics inventory between September pretest
and May posttest.
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VAUNT I al TE.Q4IIQUES (DESIGN)I GN)

a. A group Informal Reading Inventory will be administered to all
project pupils in September and May. The number and percentage
of children gaining 0, 1, and 2 or more book levels will be cal-
culated. The results will be'compared with the stated criteria.

b. In order to provide assessment of specific decoding skills, and 85
item project specific phonics inventory will be administered to all
project pupils in September and May. For each administration, the
number and percentage of students attaining mastery (80%) will be
calculated. The percentage of pupils who attain mastery will be
compared for pretest and posttest. This difference will be com-
pared against the stated criterion.

Evationat MILESICIES
1. Conference with

Project Director

ALY,firu.SEEL OCUIDY.1-=. _,JAN. 0FIEB. MAR. APR. MAY JIBE 41,LY 41UG,

24. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premeasures

Administered A/B

. Monitorin of Pro ect

. Kid-Measures
Administered

7. Interim' Report
8. Monitoring Cosoleted
9. Post-Measures
I. Administered

10. 'Final Report Prepared
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev,

11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

12. t rinting Arranged/
Distributed

N/A

-qv ,110., )7'

Vir

A/B

.4

,/

*Tentative *Firm W/AWAot Awl-sable LettermDoal, Measur.ng Device, Sample, etc.

EVAUJATION SERVICES REQUIRE) FROM DIVISION OF RESEARCH_ SERVICES
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THE sain DISTRICT OF PHILADELPHIA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH MD EALIATION
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Vesication Service Fees

COMPREHENSIVE READING PROGRAM

PROJECT: Individualized Education Center (R) .
(PBRS #611-06-733)

PROJECT INVOLVEMENT

DIRECTOR; Charles McLaughlin EVALUATOR: William E. Loue III CATEGORY:2
PRCECT

MALIIIBLASSEMEll

a. Project pupils will develop basic skills in reading during the 1975-1976 school veer
to the extent evidenced by at least maintaining their national percentile ranks from
the previous school year on the vocabulary and comprehension sections of the California
Achievement Tests.

b. Project pupils will develop basic skills in mathematics during the 1975-1976 school
year to the extent evidenced by at least maintaining their national percentile ranks
from the previous school year on the Computation and Concepts Problems sections of
the California Achievement Tests.

c. With the assistance of paraprofessionals and a reading specialist teacher, project
teachers will implement a system of individualized instruction in basic academic
skill areas (reading, language arts and mathematics) as determined by systematic
observations of IEC classrooms using the Learning Environment Checklist. The fol-
lowing criteria will be applied.

1. with respect to classroom grouping arrangements, pupils will be observed working
in small groups (2 to 10 pupils) and/or as individuals during at least 85% of
observed time

2. with respect to the level of instruqtinal ditterentiaLing in less than 5% of
observed time will'all pupils be obser-Ved completing the same assignment

3. with respect to the role of the teacher, in at least 50% of observed time, teachers
will be observed actively guiding and/or assisting groups or individuals

4. with respect to the activities of the paraprofessionals, at least 25% of observed
time will be devoted to working with individual children

5. with respect to the pupils' activities, at least 25% of observed time will be
devoted to individual activities (self-selected or teacher-directed)
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

a./b. The California Achievement Tests will be administered to all pupils in grades 1 to
6 in April. The results will be compared with 1975 results using subtests mean
scores for each grade level.

c. Scheduled formal observations of all classes in the project will be conducted in
October, January and May. An observational checklist, The Learnix)g:Envionment
Checklist, will be used to describe the instructional system employed in each
classroom in the I.E.C. A description of the content and utilization of this
checklist may be found in the 1973-1974 evaluation report for the Individualized
Education Center.

EVALUAT AllE.SMIES
1. Contarance with

Project Director
T. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premsasurea

Administered
5. Monitoring of Project
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
7. Interim' Deport

8. Monitoring Completed
9. Post-Measures

ti Administered
10. Final Report Prepare

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made

11. Preliminsry Final
nraft I ed

12. Printing Arranged/

ALE, .2E4 CCLNCVk AC JAN. MAR2AeftaiAlaaiLaialtia

-4

a,b

Distributed
0/10Tentativo 1Firm VAINot APP1-0210111 LettermGoal, MAaaur nq Device Sample, etc.

VALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROPIDIVISION OF RESEARCH SERVICES
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TIE SCHML DISTRICT (F PHIMEIPHIA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH MD EVALUATICN
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Svaleetien Service Seem

Comprehensive Reading Program

PROJECT: Operation Individual (R) (pms # 611-06-615)

PROJECT PROJECT INVOLVEMENT
DIRECTOR: Charles McLaughlin EVALUATOR: Marion Kaplan CATEGORY: 3

GOALS TO BE ASSESS

a. During the school year, students will ithprove their reading skills to the
extent that 66% of the participating students who receive intensive service
will demonstrate a month-for-month gain in G.E. Total Reading score on the
Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills between the pre-and posttests.

b. During the school year, students will improve their ability to use refer-
ence materials to the extent that 66% of the participating students who
receive intensive service will demonstrate a month-for-month gain in G.E.
Reference Skills score on the Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills between
the pre-and posttests.

c. During the school year, students will improve their reading skillS to the
extent that 667. of the participating students who receive supportive
reading service will demonstrate a month-for-month gain'in G.E. Total
Reading score on the Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills between pre-and
posttests.

d. During the school year, students will improve their ability to use re-
ference materials to the extent that 66% of the participating students
who receive supportive reading service will demonstrate a, month -for-
month gain in G.E. Reference Skills score on the Comprehensive Tests of
Basic Skills between the pre-and posttests.

e. During the school year, students will improve theirperformance in various
subjects to the extent that 66% of the participating students who receive
intensive service will obtain a minimum of one quarterly rating of at least
"some additional knowledge gained" on the Student Skill Record Rating, Form
in four of five subject areas: English, Reading, Science, Social Studies,
and Mathematics.

f. During the school year, students will improve their performance in various
subjects to the extent that 66% of the participating students who receive
intensive service will obtain a minimum of one quarterly rating of at least
"good responsibility for own learning" on the Student Skill Record Rating
Form in four of five subject areas: English, Reading, Science, Social
Studies, and Mathematics.

(continued)
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POALS ILLIELIgggi= (continued)

g. During the school year, students will improve their performance in reading
to the extent that 66%of the participating students who receive supportive
reading service will obtain a minimum of one quarterly rating of at least
"some additional knowledge gained" on the Student Skill Record Rating Form
for Reading.

. During the school year, students will improve their performance in reading
to the extent that 66% of the participating students who receive supportive
reading service will obtain a minimum of one quarterly rating of at least
"good responsibility for own learning" on the Student Skill Record Rating
Form for Reading.. . k

)8



EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)
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a. The Vocabulary and Reading Comprehension tests (Total Reading) of the
Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills will be administered to participating
students in October and in April. The number and percentage of students
who gain less than 0.6 G.E., 0.6-1.0 G.E., 1.1-1.5 G.E., 1.6-2.0 G.E., and
2.1 or more G.E. will be calculated. The results will be compared to the
expected percentage (66%).

b. The Reference Skills test of the Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills
will be administered to participating students in October and in April.
The number and percentage of students who gain less than 0.6 G.E., 0.6-
1.0 G.E., 1.1-1.5 G.E., 1.6-2.0 G.E., and 2.1 or more G.E. will be calculated.
The results will be compared to the expected percentage (66%).

c. The Vocabulary :aid Reading Comprehension tests (Total Reading) of the
Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills will be administered to participating
students in October and in April. The number and percentage of students
who gain less than 0.6 G.E., 0.6-1.0 G.E.; 1.1-1.5 G.E., 1.6-2,0 G.E.,
and 2.1 or more G.E. will be calculated. The results will be compared to
the expected percentage (66%).

d. The Reference Skills test of the Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills will
be administered to participating students in October and in April. The
number and percentage of students who gain less than 0.6 G.E., 0.6-1.0 G.E.,
1.1-1.5 G.E., 1.6-2.0 G.E., and 2.1 or more G.E. will be calculated. The
results will be compared to the expected percentage (66%).

e. Fbur times during the school year, each subject teacher (Science, Mathema-
tics, Social Studies, Reading, and English) will rate each pupil's com-
petancy on subject specific Skill Records. For each quarter, a list will
be made of the names of students meeting the criterion of at least "some
additional knowledge gained" in four of five subject areas. The number
and percentage of students meeting the criteria for one, two, three, and
four of the marking periods will be computed and compared to the stated
criterion.

f. Four times during the school year, each subject teacher (Science, Mathema-
tics, Social Studies, Reading, and English) will rate each pupil's com-
petancy on subject specific Skill Records. For each quarter, a list will
be made of the names of students meeting the criterion of at least "good
responsibility for own learning" in four of five subject areas. The
number and percentage ofstudents meeting the criteria for one, two, three,
and four of the marking periods will be computed and compared to the stated
criterion.

g. Four times during the year, the reading teacher will rate each pupil's
competancy on a subject specific Skill Record. For each quarter, a list
will be made of the names of students meeting the criterion of at least
"some additional knowledge gained". The number and percentage of students
meeting the rating criteria for one, two, three, and four of the marking
periods will be computed and compared to the stated criterion.

(continued)

r0 0
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN) (continued)

h. Four times during the year, the reading teacher will rate' each pupil's
competancy on a subject specific Skill Record. For each quarter, a list
will be made of the names of students meeting the criterion of at least
"good responsibility for own learning". The number and percentage of students
meeting the rating criteria for one., two, three, and four of the marking
periods will be computed and compared to the stated criterion.

r
EVALUATION MLESIMES VI CCCMOV HECK, JAN. FEB. MAR. APR. MAY JUNE JULY AUG,
1. Conference with

Pro ect Diyalctor

2 tveluation Desi ed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premeasures

Administered
5. Monitoring of ProIect
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
7. InteriveRsaort
8. Monitorin C Feted
9. Post-Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Preperte.

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made Rev

11. Preliminary Final
Draft T ed

12. Printing Arranged/
Distributed 4&=4.

*.Tentative wPirm W/kOM Ot Applaimble LetterGoal, MAaaluc.ng Device, Sample, -etc.

e

EVALUATION ERUCEUMUIRELEINLIWISION OF RESEARCH SERVICES

Revision of Skill Records

GO
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TIE KIM DISTRICT CF FHILALEPHIA
cm CF REaNiCei AND VALI:Ant:4

FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Avaivation aimice Pow*

YolMINI011/

PRWECT: COMPREHENSIVE READING PROGRAM .

PRIMARY READING SKILLS CENTERS (R)

PROCT , FITJECT

Di PECTCR: Charles McLaughlin ElOgJATCR: Marion Kaplan

(PTIRs #611-06-719

INNt120313fr

CATEGCRY:

a. Participating pupils in Grades 2-4 will improve their word-,

attack skills to the extent that there is an increase of

20 points in the percentage of pupils attaining an 80% mastery

score on the Betel Phonics Inventory between September pretest

and May;Posttest.

b. Participating pupils in grades 2-4 will increase their reading -

achievement .levels to the, extent that 90% of the pupils gain at

least one book level and 60% gain at least two book levels

between September pretest and May posttest on a group Informal

Reading Inventory.

OA,
Participating first-grade. pupils will develop their-alphabet-

'
re'Cognition skills to the extent that 95% will achieye..a score ,

of 50 correct on a 52 -item Alphabet-Recognition Test' administered

in May.

a. Participating pupils in grades 2-4 will increase their vocabulary.

:knowledge to the extent that there is, in one year, a one-year gain

in average 'Gt score on the CAT-70 Vocabulary subtest administered

each January.

Participating pupils In grades 2-4 will increase their reading

comprehension skills to the extent that there is, in one year,

a oneyear gain in average GE score on the CAT-70 Reading Com-

prehension subtest administered each"January.

t
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EVALUATION_ TEO:NELUES (DES 1_14)

a. The Alphabet Recognition Test will be administered to all project .

pupils in grade 1. The number and percentage of pupils achieving
mastery (50 or core correct) will be calculated. Comparison will
be made between the number of pupils attaining mastery and the
stated criteria.

b. The group Informal Reading Inventory will be administered to all
pupils in grades 2-4 in September and May. The number and per-
centage of children gaining 0, 1 and 2 or book levels will be
calculated:, The results will be compared with the stated criteria:

.....
c. In ordek to provide assessment of word attack skills; thellotel

Phonics Inventory will be adminiStered to all pupils in grades.
2-4 in September and May. For'each administration, the_nuMber
and percentage will be calculated. The percentage.of pupils.
who attain mastery will be compared for pretest and posttest..
The difference will be compared against the stated criterion.

d. The CAT-70 Vocabulary Subtest will be administered in January to
all project pupils in grades 2-4. Mean GE stores.for each grade
mill be calculated and will be compared with the average GE scores
grom January of the previous January.

e. The CAT-70 Reading Comprehension Subtest will be administered in
January to all project pupils in grades 2-4. Mean GE scores for,
each grade will be calculated and will be compared with the average.:
GE scores from January of the previous year.

1. Conference with
Project Director

2. Evaluation Desived
3. Provosel Accapted
4. Prereasures

Administered
5. Monitoring of Project
6. Mid-Measures

Acazlinistered

7. Interim'Pecort
6. !onitoring CorrVited
9. Post-Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

. Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

il. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed.

12. Printing Arranged/
Distributed

tbag.Tentative =Tire. N/i0040t Ao21ic4b141 .LettermiGoal, HAaaur ng Device, Sample, etc,

riaLlanalUalganaillEalgaiDIYISION OF RESEARCH SERVICES
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TIE SCE IOL DISTRICT (F PHIUCEIPHIA
OFFICE OF RI RACK MD Deir-AIATION
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Igvvitatien Service Pees

COMPREHENSIVE READING PROGRAM:
PROJECT: READING IMPROVEMENT THROUGH TEACHER EDUCATION (R) (PEIRS #511-06-537

PROJECT PROJECT
DIRECTOR:charies McLaughlin EVALUATOR'*Marion Kaplan

INVOLVEMENT

CATEGORY:2

GOALLIELIEISSESSIgl

A. Teachers receiving RITE services will perceive themselves as increasing their
knowledge related to the reading instructional competencies included on the
RITE Teacher Rating This will be indicated by a significantly (p<.05)
higher average score on the Rating Scale in May than in September.

B. Beginning teachers who receive RITE services during the school year will
demonstrate increasing knowledge of the procedures of the DRA and increasing
ability to interpret available test data as a basis for diagnostic-preScriptive
teaching. This will be indicated by a statistically significant (p<.05)
increase from October until April in the mean score on each section of the
RITE Case Study Instrument.

C. During the current school year, the RITE staff will provide at least 1,800
individual service contacts to teachers in the areas of reading approaches,
diagnosis and prescription, provision of varied independent activities, and reading
lesson organization and management. A service contact is defined as a
scheduled conference, an observation, or a demonstratir Project staff
will complete Contact Frequency Reports every 2 months.

D. Kindergarten teachers receiving RITE services will be able to diagnose and
prescribe for individual pupil reading-readiness needs to the extent that
by the end of April, 75% of the teachers will have 1) administered the place-
ment test of the Santa Clara Inventory of Developmental Tasks (IDT),
2) maintained the ICC profile sheets, 3) prescribed corrective activities
for deficiency areas, and 4) utilized other available testing and obser-
vational data. This will be determined by evaluators' examination of class-
room records and by teacher interviews (on a locally develope'd interview schedule).

E. Kindergarten teachers receiving RITE services will improve their skills
in providing useful and varied activities designed to extend children's
listening skills and language development. It is expected that, for 75%
of the teachers, evaluators will observe improvement indicated by a higher
score in April than in October on each of the following parts of the RITE
Kindergarten Observational Rating Scale: 1) Story-Telling Techniques, 2)
Classroom Activity Centers, 3) Language Experience Charts, 4) Classroom
Visual Displays.

F. Kindergarten teachers receiving RITE services will improve their skills in
,,organizing and managing their classroom reading-readiness programs. It is
expected that, for 75% of the teachers, evaluators will observe improvement
indicated by a higher score in April than in October on each of the following
parts of the RITE Kindergarten Observational Rating Scale: 1) Arrange-

ment of Classroom Equipment and Use of Space, 2) Use of Organizational

Mechanics which Facilitate Multilevel Language/Listening Activities,

3) Use of Paraprofessional Help.
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIW

A. The RITE Teacher Rating Scale will be administered in September and again
in May, to a sample of teachers who are receiving RITE services. The mean
pretest score and the mean posttest score will be compared using a corre-
lated "t" test (p<.05).

B. All beginning teachers receiving RITE services will respond to both sections
of the RITE Case Study in October and in April. Each paper will be scored
by a LJam of 3 RITE staff members, using pre-established scoring standards.
Each teacher's score will be the average of the three ratings. For each
section of the Case Study, the mean pretest score and the mean posttest
score will be compared using a correlated "t" test. (p<.05).

C. The completed Contact Frequency Reports will be forwarded to the evaluators
by the RITE staff. The number of observations, demonstrations, conferences
and group meetings for each of the 4 topics will be calculated. The results
will be reported in descriptive terms and compared with the stated criterion.

D. As part of the April observation of the Kindergarten teachers receiving RITE
services, evaluators will examine the various pupil records maintained by each
teacher (including the IDT) and will interview the teacher concerning the use
of these records in planning instruction. Evaluators will judge the ade-
quacy of the records and the responses as related to the criteria stated in
the objective. The number and percentage of teachers meeting the criteria
will be calculated and compared with the stated expectation.

EVALUATICK _MILESICNES ,,JULY 4 MUM F. MAR., R. MAY JUNE JULY AUG,
1. Conference with

Project Director
2. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premaztures

Administered
5. Monitoring of Protect
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
7. interim' Re rt

6. Monitorin' C Feted
9. Post - Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

-11. Preliminary Final
Draft T ed

12. Feinting Arranged/
Distribute§

NTentative VwFirs w/AoNot APP1 Gab"

A

LetterGoal, MAasur nq Device, sample, etc.

inuisiaufziauriguinixtuansIoN OF RESEARCH SERVICES

1. Development of Kindergarten Observational Rating Scale
2. Revision of RITE Teacher Rating Scale

3. ReVision of program for scoring attitude instruments
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (continued)

65

E. All kindergarten teachers receiving RITE services will be observed by
evaluators in October and again in April. Using the RITE Kindergarten
Observational Rating Scale (to be developed jointly by evaluators and pro-
ject staff), evaluators will rate teachers on those areas of instruction
relevant to the objective. The percentage of teachers whose scores, on
all relevant sections, are higher in April than in October will be calculated
and compared with the stated criterion.

F. Procedures will be similar to those described under E.
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TEE SCIffil. DISTRICT OF RIIIILEIPHIA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND BOWATICIN
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

*valuation Service teem

PROJECT: COMPUTER-MANAGED INSTRUCTION (R) .

PROJECT PIOJECT
DIRECTOR: SYLVIA CHARP EVALUATOR: THOMAS CLARK

(PBRS 611 -04-560 )

INVOLVEMENT
CATEGORY:

"41113EMSEIV4
-A. Participating primary-grade pupils will improve in decoding and comprehension,

study skills, and appreciation for literature so that:

I. Eighty percent of the pdpils will evidence 90% mastery on the respective

Read-On Criterion-Referenced Tests.

2. Project pupils will score higher (p<.20) than comparable non-participating pupils

on the Sight and Sound phonics inventory, Informal Reading Inventory, and the

California Achievement Test Reading.

B. Participating primary-grade pupils will improve in the fundamentals of arithmetic

so that 80% of the students will evidence 90%. mastery of the respective Philadelphia

Mathematics Competencies Tests.

C. Participating intermediate and secondary grade pupils will improve in reading skills

so that 80% of the students will evidence 90% on the respective Reading Competency

tests.

G G
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

A.(1) Computer reports of the participating pupils mastery rates on the criterion-
referenced tests will be summarized.

(2). Same-school non-participating pupils will be selected as a comparison group
on the basis of the CAT-70 1974-1975 Scores. Differences between participating
pupils and the comparison groups on the phonics inventory, the MI and the
Reading will be tested to the .20 Level with t tests.

B.C. Summaries will be made of computer reports for pupil mastery on both the
Mathematics Competencies Tests and the Reading Competencies Tests.

InN my
1. Conference with

Project uirector
2. Evaluation Designed
3. P al Acce d
4. Premeasures

Adainistered
5. Monitoring of Project
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
7. Interim'RePort
8. Monitoring Completed
9. Poet-Measures
i Administered

10. Final Report Prepantd
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Revl

11. Preliminary Final
Draft TAW/Proofed

12. Printing Arranged/
Distributed

Tentative Firm

NA

LetterGoal, Measuv.ng Device, Semple, etc.

EVALATION SERVICES_ REQUIRED FROM DIVISION OF RESEARCH_ SERVICES

NONE
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11 SGEOL DISTRICT OF PIIIIPLEIPHIA
OFFICE OF RE ARCM, NO EALUATICI4
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

:valuation Ssvice rem

PROJECT: Counseling Services (R)

PROJECT PROJECT
DIRECTOR: Albert Bell Eftwommarion Kaplan

(PBRS #611-06-614 )

INVOLVEMENT
CATEGORY:

GOALLIILIEISSEAM

A. During the school year, the project staff will provide psychodiagnostic
testing and evaluation for at least 450 pupils referred for academic,
emotional, or social problems. Project staff will complete an individual
Case Record Form for each pupil referred for this service.

B. During the school year, the project staff will provide remedial counseling
help to at least 375 pupils identified as having academic, emotional, or
social difficulties. Project staff will complete an individual Case Record
Form for each pupil receiving this 'service.

C. During the school year, the project staff will provide an individualized
learning therapy program for at least 50 pupils identified as having severe

reading disabilities. It is expected that 50% of these pupils will gain
at least one book level from pretest until posttest on an Informal Reading

Inventory. The project staff will complete an Individualized Learning
Therapy Case Record Form for each student receiving this service.

D. During the school year, the project staff will provide preventive
psychological services (such as group discussions to foster academic
motivation, self awareness, and social interaction) to at least 2,000 pupils.
ProjeCt staff will maintain activity logs of preventive psychological
services listing the nature of each activity and the number of pupils

involved.

E. During the school year, the project staff will provide services such as
classroom- management consultations and child-development consultations to

at least 100 teachers. Project staff will maintain activity logs of
services to teachers listing the nature of each activity and the number of

teachers involved.

F. During the school year, the project staff will provide services to at least
400 parents which will include activities designed to increase the parents'

knowledge of involvement with, and skill in dealing with their children's
academic and psychosocial development. Project staff will maintain activity
logs of services to parents listing the nature of the activity and the number

of parents involved.
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EVALUATION TECI.INI QUES (DESIGN)

A. Data from the Individual Case Records will be compiled to indicate the
number of pupils receiving psychodiagnosis of academic, emotional, and
social problems. In order to assess the effectiveness of this service,
interviews of principals and a sample of teachers will be conducted
during the course of the school year. At the end of the year, teachers
and principals will complete a questionnaire. Data from the interviews
and questionnaires will be compiled and reported in descriptive terms.

B. In addition to the procedures described under A, a sample of pupils
receiving these services will bejnterviewed and a sample of parents,
whose children received these services, will..complete questionnaires.
The data from these interviews and questionnaires also will be compiled
and the results reported in descriptive terms.

C. Procedures will be similar to those described under B utilizing the
Individualized Learning Therapy Case Record Form. In addition,'the
project staff will administer an Informal Reading Inventory to each
pupil at the beginning and end of the therapy. The number and per-
centage of pupils gaining one book level will be calculated and compared
with the stated criterion.

D. Logs indicating the date, number or pupils involved, and a description
of each activity will be maintained by the project staff in each
participating school. Data from these logs will be compiled to
determine the number pupils receiving preventive psychological services.

EYNI1AnallUESMES.1J11-Y1. Conference with
Project Director

2. Evaluation Designed
. Proposal Accepted

4. Priimilasures

Administered

ma. win, OCT talt.DEC. JANE FEB, MAR. [APR. MAY JUNE JAY AUG,

. Monitoring of Project
6. mid-Measures

Administered
2. IntoriseReport
8. MonitOrin C loted
9. Poet-Measure3

Administered

-t-

10. Final Report Prepared
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made Rev

11. Preliminary Final
Draft T od

12. Printing Arranged/
Distribute&

Tentative /*Firm V

NBC

DE

Appi cable Letter -Goal, Measur-ng Device Sample, etc.

EVALUATIQN SERVICES REQUIREDJIMINVIEDUEREMAIMAIRLICIa

Revision of interview schedules
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (continued)

71

E. Logs indicating the date, number of teachers involved, and a description
of each activity will be maintained by the project staff in each

participating school. Data from these logs will be compiled to determine
the number of teachers receiving these services.

F. Logs describing each activity and indicating the date and number of
parents involved will be maintained by the project staff in each
participating school. Data from these logs will be compiled to
determine the number parents receiving these services.
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TIE San DISTRICT CF PRILOUNIA
OFFICE OF REMARCH AND EVALUATION
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

SvalVatian Service Fora

PROJECT: Creative Dramatics (R)

PROJECT
DIRECTOR; Harriet Ehrlich

(PBRS #611-02-548 )

PROJECT INVOLVEMENT
EVALUAYORSJudith Green Leibowitz CATEGORY: 4

OPALS TO BE ASSESSED

"a. In sixty percent of at least five classroom ..observations (40-60 minutes each) between
October and May of the 1975-1976 school year children whose teachers have completed
the designated 13-15 week Creative Dramatics workshop will be observed experiencing
the CD techniques sequentially (senses, emotions and feelings, characterization, dialogue,and story dramatization) as recorded on the CD Observational Checklist.

'b. Sixty percent of all teachers who have completed the designated 13-15 week Creative
Dramatics workshop will implement CD activities (e.g., games, sense memorY) to reinforce
the development of vocabulary, in 60% of at least five non-consecutive classroom Observa-
tions (each 40-60 minutes) between October and May of the 1975-1976 school year as
recorded on the CD Observational Checklist.

c. Students who have been exposed to CD techniques will improve their writing skills
between September and May of the 1975-1976 school year as indicated by a significant
gain .(p.10) in (a) number of words and (b) number of sentences in stories written as
measured by a locally developed Picture Stimulus Test.
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

a./b. Systematic observations of classrooms of teachers who have completed the CD workshop
will be conducted between October and May of the

1975-1976 school-year. A randomsample of teachers will be selected for observation at the beginning of the schoolyear when the total population of CD teachers have been identified. Data will berecorded on the Creative Dramatics Observational Checklist.
c. A one group, pretest - postest design will be employed. The picture stimulus testwill be administered in October and May to a random sample of students whose teachers

have been trained in CD techniques.
The number of wordc and number of sentences in

stories written will be counted. A mean for each group will be determined. A test
will be applied at the .10 level of significance.

EVALLIATICN KLEMM
1. Conference with

Project Director
2. Evaluation Designed
. P al Ace* d

4. PreneaSUres

Administered
. Monitoring of Project

6. Mid-Measures

Administered
. Interim' 1b rt

JULY Kn. SEPT., OCTJoh ju JAN. FEB. MARS 1 APR, MY AIE JAY,

IP.

r-

-4

8. Monitoring Completed
9. Poet-Measures

Administered N/A
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made Re

11. Preliminary Final
Draft T od

12. Printing Arranged!
Distribute '

10+Tentative eoliths

r -.4
S.

,/

Appl'ambis LotterGoal, MAasur...ng Device Samiile, etc.
E/AUJATION SERVICES REQUIRED FFCti DIVISION OF RESEARCH SERVICES
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TIE Min DISTRICT (F MUMMA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE-SERVICES

Svaleatian Service Pam

PROJECT: EDUCATION IN WORLD AFFAIRS (R)

PRCOECT
DIRECTOR: Margaret Lonzetta

(PBRS # 611-03-556)

PROJECT INVOLVEMENT
EvALIJATON: Lisbeth Sorkin CATEGORY:

GEALLIDALMSEMEII

A. During the school year, all participating 6-8 grade students will gain knowledge of concept
of interdependence among nations, similarities and differences of people in the world
and of world geography as measured by locally developed tests. Significant differences at
the .10 level between pre- and posttest will be accepted as evidence of attainment.

8. Throughout the school year, project liaison persons will introduce all participating
students to different cultural attitudes and perspectives, thus providing the students
with a broader framework upon which they can formulate their viewpoints. This will be

done by means of trips to the United Nations, one guest speaker per unit studied, and
in grades 6-8, a supplemental classroom library, four filmstrips per class, four locally
prepared booklets per student, and one book that each student may keep. Project materials

will be reviewed and activities will be monitored by the evaluation team using the EWA
Service Log. The observations will be cross validated by surveying participating teachers

in order to verify receipt of services and materials.

C. Special education students who participate throughout the school year will be introduced

to the "one world" concept of interdependence among nations. The project will provide

a specially planned booklet on the United Nations for each student, at least two books

for each student to keep, one audiovisual kit for each class,rpom per unit, maps, charts
and study pictures, three trips locally in addition to the United Nations trip.
Project records will be used to verify the delivery of services, and observations will

be made by the evaluation team using the EWA Service Log.

D. During the school year, students at the senior high school level will be provided with
subscriptions' to news publications (e.g., Time, Newsweek, or the New York Times), and

six background information briefs prepared by prbject personnel to enable the students'

examination of six timely international issues. Opportunities to interact first hams

with at least six experts in related fields will be provided at six educational forums.

In addition, students selected from each participating class will attend six-special.

seminars with experts in fields related to the topics studied. Observations and examina-

tion of project records will be conducted and recorded using the EWA Service Log.

E. During the school year, sponsoring teachers will be pr'ovided with one planning/workshop

session (including all materials for planned activities and a guest speaker) geared to

increasing their knowledge, perception and skill in dealing with international issues,

focusing on the theme of interdependence of nations, as well as cultural attitudes and

related questions which arise in class. Examination of project records and observations
of the evaluation team will be recorded on the EWA Service Log and used to assess

implementation.
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

A. One third of the participating students
developed pretests and posttests, based
t tests will be used to measure change.
accepted as significant.

B., C., D. Program materials and activit
seminars, staff development and effor
by the evaluation team. Observations
log. Participating teachers will be
materials and services.

in grades 6-8 will be given locally
on study units, to determine growth.

Differences at the .10 level will be

i'es, including trips, guest speakers,
is of liaison teachers will be monitored
will be reported using the EWA Service
surveyed and 80% will verify receipt of

E. Project records of teacher conferences will be tabulated. Programs will be
monitored by the evaluation team and recorded in the EWA Service Log. The
information will be reported descriptively.

. Conference with
Project Director

2. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted

ii1111111110111

4. Promeasures
Administered

5. Monitoring of Project
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
. Int. rim'Report

0. Monitoring Completed
9. Post-Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepare

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made Rev

-11. Preliminary Final
Draft Tape4/Proofild

12. Printing Arranged/

Tentative Fir* >K Applamble LetterGoal, MAasurng Device

EVALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROM DIVISION OF RESEARCH SERVICES

7 4

Sample, etc.
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TIE SCIIIIL DISTRICT OF FHILADEIPHIA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH MD EVNIIATIC24
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

*valuation Sesvice tom

PROJECT: ENGLISH AS A SECOND LANGUAGE READQNESS (R) (MRS #611-06-504 )

PROJECT
DIRECTOR:

Charles McLauglin
PROJECT
EvAujaca: Marion Kaplan

INNOLVel3fr
CATEGORY: 3

maiaiLAssESSEll

a. Project pupils will develop their readiness skills to the extent
that 60% of. them attain a raw score of 17 or more on Part 4
(aural comprehension) of the Stanford Early School Achievement
Teat (SESAT) administered in May.

b. Project pupils will improve their English language skills to the
extent that there will be a significant gain (p<05) from
September pretest to May posttest on'the Elementary School Speaking
Test in English and Spanish (English Subtest) .
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

a. Part 4 (aural comprehension) of the Stanford Early School
Achievement Test (SESAT) will be administered to all project
pupils in May. The results will be compared with the minimal
level (District 5 mean of 17 correct) designated for success in
school.

b. The English subtest of the Elementary School Speaking Test in
English ands Spanish will be administered in September and May.
The total English scores will be compared using Sandlers A-
statistqc. A statistically significant difference (p<.05)
between pretest and posttest scores will be indicative of
adequate improvement in the English Language Skills of the
project children.

INNLUATICUKILESIONES
I. Conference with

Pro eat Director
2. Evaluation Designed

ALEL2714 OCT ...FM AMR

5. Monitoring_ of Protect
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
7. interimReport
B. Monitoring_C leted
9. Poet-Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made /Rev

11. Preliminary Final
Draft T roofed

12. Printing Arranged/
Distributed

10Tentative 41Fire. WARNot APPlicabla LetteraGoal, Maasux

EVALUATION SERVICES REWIRED FEDI DIVISION OF RESEARCH_ SERVICES

76
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THE Ma DISTRICT CIF PHILO1PHIA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND BitiallATICN
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Svaivatian Service Fora

PROJECT: ENGLISH TO SPEAKERS OF OTHER LANGUAGES. M

PROJECT PRCUECT Robert Offenberg
DIRECTOR: Eleanor L. Sandstrom EVAAJJATOR: Bob Epstein

(PBRS 4611-02-551 )

INVOLVEMENT
CATEGORY:

WAS MBE ASSESSED

Pupils in the ESOL program will demonstrate increased competence in understanding
spoken English to the extent that mean scores on the ESOL Test of Aural Comprehension
administered in October 1975 and May 1976 will show a statistically significant
difference (p<.10) when sex, mother tongue, age, years on the mainland prior to
study of ESOL, and number of years of prior ESOL instruction are taken into account.

B.

C.

Pupils newly enrolled in the program will show increased control of spoken English
as demonstrated by a statistically significant gain (p<.10) in score on the 1976
revision of the ESOL Screening Test between the time of admission to the program
and May/June, 1976.

Program staff and program evaluators will establish and maintain a computer file
(compatible with the School District's Pupil Directory System to permit long-term
follow-up) on every pupil served by the program. Beginning in Fall 1975, the file
will provide program schools with information regarding their non-English-dominant
pupils.

D. Program staff will formalize the procedures to be used in determining the transfer
of pupils from ESOL to the regular school program. These procedures will be
developed and-disseminated to ESOL teachers and school administrators by December 1975.



EVALUATION_ TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

A. The ESOL Test of Aural Comprehension (developed in 1974-1975) will be adminktervd
to all ESOL students in October 1975 and May 1976 (students tested in October, 1975
and returned to the mainstream of their school will be included in the May, 1976
testing). At each testing, Form A will be administered to half the students and
Form B will be administered to the other half. Students tested on Form A in
October, will be tested on Form B in May, and vice versa. Analysis of variance
will be used to assess the statistical significance of changes observed over the
year for those pupils present for both tests.

B. The program staff and evaluators will revise the ESOL Screening Test during the
summer of 1975. Teachers will administer the revised instrument during the
period September 1975 to November 1975 to all pupils newly arrived in the school
and who are not native English speakers. Teachers will administer the test in
May and June of 1976 to all students who have participated in the program for
the first time: 'Results will be analyzed to show skill areas in which pupils
admitted to the program had the greatest need for instruction, and to show the
progress made by pretested students during the year. Multivariate analWs of
variance will be used to assess the statistical significance of gains made by the
pretested group.

C.

D.

Program evaluators will provide lists of pupils screened in 1974-1975 from a
computerized pupil file being prepared during spring and summer of 1975. In the
spring of 1976, these lists will be revised to include decisions made about pupils
tested in 1975-1976.

Program evaluators will serve as consultants in the formalization of procedures to
determine the transfer of pupils from ESOL to regular school programs. They will also
record Wbethei the. f or-ma .1 iz4t1 on ;4-ace and Jt5 dissemination tQ schools occ_u r r_ec1.-45
planned.

116 Y Oi

1. Conference with
Project Director

2+. EvalUation Designed

2 CM ,01 .11 ;2: 11;: 1 i .

3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premeasures

Administered
. Monitoring of Project

6. Kid-Measures
Administered

7. Interim' Report
8. Monitoring Coapleted
9. Post - Measures
t. Administered

10. Final Report Prepared
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made Rev

-11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

12. Printing Arranged/
Distributed

Tentative Firm wth011ot Applambls LatterGoal, Mokasuc.ng Device Samp e, etc.

EVALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FR:tfmnsioN Of RESEARCH :SERVICES

A. Consultation on computer analyses of data.
T. Instrument development consultation.
C. Revision of existing computerized pupil file.
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TIE SCHIOL DISTRICT CIF FHILCEIPHIA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND maxims

FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Ivaliation Service Tom

PROJECT: FOLLOW THROUGH (R)

PROJECT
DIRECTOR: LEONTINE D. SCOTT

(KOS # 611-01, )

02-699
MELT Thomas McNamara PAOLAYENT 1

aeWEvAuKrom CATEGORY:
A.nne Lutsgus,Linda Matthews

GOALLIELKISSEMEJI

Local Evaluation of Follow Through in Philadelphia through its

comprehensive documenting orientation over the past four years

has collected sufficient baseline data to be able to provide

attainment/non-attainment information on the following specific

product and special condition goals:

(see attached)
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EVALUATION lECHNIGUES (DESIGN)

The local Follow Through Evaluation design in Philadelphia is
basically a comprehensive documenting system based on the thinking of
Messick and Barrows(Messick S. and Barrows, T. Strategies for Research
and Evaluation in Early Childhood Education. In Early Childhood Educa-
tion, Seventy-First NSSE Yearbook, Part II, Chicago, Ill.: University of
Chicago Press, 1972, pp. 261-290). As such, the emphasis is on total
population characteristics, and descriptive statistics, on major vari-
ables such as achievement, length-of-program exposure, pre-kindergarten
experience, and yearly absence rates. In addition yearly detailed des-
criptions are provided of the program's parent involvement and support-
ive services components.

For goals A to E, the descriptive statistic used to determine
significance is that provided by Davis (Davis, F. B. Educational
Measurements and Their Interpretation, Belmont, Calif.: Wadsigorth Pub-
lishing Co., 1964) for the standard error of measurement of the differ-
ence between means of independent groups.

Data for goals F - L are analyzed straightforwardly in terms of
N's and %'s in each category on the recording forms. Similar analyses
apply to goals M and N, those special conditions deemed important to
satisfactory program functioning.

In addition to data collection and analysis pertinent to the
above goals, the evaluation unit will begin to collect comprehensive
classroom process data, using the locally developed Classroom Observa-
tion Routine (COR) and will obtain program effectiveness ratings from
principals, teachers, aides, and parents.

EVALLIATUNPUIETRIES
1. Conference with

Project Director
2. Evaluation Designed X
3. Proposal Accepted X
4. Promeasures

Administered
5. Monitoring of Project
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
7. Interim*Meport
8. Monitoring completed
9. Post-Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

-11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

12. Printing Arranged/
Distributed

*Tentative Ann=

X

ocr ,Nov, DEL. JANE FEB. liAR. APR ,MAY JI.NE JAY AUGA

Previous% yeatr's test,
X X X X

N/A,

dat). ars reardeld asXXXXmea pre
sure B)

X

X

X

Letter -Goal, MAasur nq Device, Searle, etc.

EVALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROMDIVISION_Cf RESEARCH SERVICES

Provision of short-record test tape from February, 1976 city-wide
administration.
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Product
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In the February, 1976 city-wide administration of the Stanford
Early School Achievement Test (SESAT), all Kindergarten pupils:

(1) in each of at least five of the seven models in the
regular program, and in at least 3/4 of the schools
in the expansion program in each district, will ob-
tain a mean raw score in the Letters and Sounds

and Mathematics subtests that falls within the same
National pupil stanine as was achived by the total
kindergarten group in those same models and schools
on the SESAT administered in February, 1975.

(2) in each of at least five of the seven models in the
regular program, and in at least 3/4 of the schools
in the expansion program in each district, will ob-
tain a mean raw score in the Letters and Sounds and
Mathematics subtests that is significantly (.05)
higher than that, achieved by the total Kindergarten
group in each respective district in which the model
and schools are located.

B. In the February, 1976 city-wide administration of the Cali-
fornia Achievement Test (CAT), all First Grade pupils:

(1) in each of at least four of the seven models in the
regular program, and in at least 2/3 of the schools
in the expansion program in each district, will ob-
tain a mean Achievement Development Scale Score
(ADSS) in Vocabulary or Total Reading, in Mathematics
Computation or Total Mathematics, and in Total Language
or Spelling that falls within the same National pupil
stanine as was achieved by the total First grade group
in those same models and schools on the CAT administered
in February, 1975:

(2) in each of at least four of seven models in the regular
program, and in at least 2/3 of the schools in the ex-
pansion program in each district, will obtain a mean
ADSS in Vocabulary or Total Reading, in Mathematics
Computation or Total Mathematics, and in Total Language
or Spelling that is significantly (.05) higher than
that achieved by the total First Grade group in each
respective district in which the model and schools are ,
located.

C. In the February, 1976 city-wide administration of the Cali-
fornia Achievement Test (CAT), all Second grade pupils:
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D.

E.

(1) in each of at least four of the seven models in the
regular program will obtain a mean ADSS in Comprehension
or Total Reading, in Mathematics Concepts and Problem
Solving or Total Mathematics, and in Total Language or
Total Battery that falls within the same National pupil
stanine as was achieved by the total second grade group
in these same models on the CAT administered in February,
1975.

(2) in each of at least four of the seven models in the
regular program will obtain a mean ADSS in Vocabulary
or Total Reading, in Mathematics Computation or Total
Mathematics, and in Total Language or Spelling that
is significantly (.05) higher than that achieved by
the total Non-Follow Through (National Comparison
School) second grade group in each model's respective
districts, and by all second graders in each respective
district in which the models are found.

In the February, 1976 city-wide administration of the
California Achievement Test (CAT), all Third Grade pupils:

(1) in each of at least four of the seven models in the
regular program will obtain a mean ADSS in Comprehension
or Total Reading, in Mathematics Concepts and Problem
Solving or Total Mathematics, and in Total Language or
Spelling that is significantly (.05) higher thant that,
achieved by the total third grade group in these models
in February, 1975.

(2) in each of at least three of the seven models in the
regular program will obtain a mean ADSS in Comprehension
or Total Reading, in Mathematics Concepts and Problem
Solving or Total Mathematics, and in Total Language
or Spelling that is significantly (.05) higher th.=n
that achieved by the total Non-Follow Through (National
Comparison School) third grade group, in each model's
Districts, and by all third graders in each respective
district in which the models are situated.

In the February, 1976 city-wide administration of the
California Achievement Test (CAT), all Fourth Grade pupils:

(1) in each of at least four of the seven models in the
regular program will obtain a mean ADSS in Comprehension
or Total Reading, in Mathematics Concepts and Problem
Solving or Total Mathematics, and in Total Language or
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Total Battery that is significantly (.05) higher
than that achieved by the total fourth grade group
in these same models in February, 1975.

(2) in each of at least three of the seven models in the

regular program will obtain a mean ADSS in Comprehension
or Total Reading, in Mathematics Concepts and Problem
Solving or Total Mathematics, and in Total Language
or Total Battery that is significantly (.05) higher
than that achieved by the total Non-Follow Through
(National Comparison School) fourth grade group in

each model's respective districts, and by all fourth
graders in each respective district in which the
models are located.

The Executive Parent Advisory Committee (PAC) at each school
will involve at least 15 other parents monthly in committee
work to plan parent activities, and will work jointly with

at least two community action groups on projects in the

course of 'a year. Information regarding these activities
is to be drawn from PAC minutes and reported by each school
quarterly on forms supplied by the Follow Through Evaluation

office.

At least 10% of the parent population for each school will
attend an on-site open PAC meeting or a district or city-
wide PAC meeting monthly; at least 20% of each school's
parents will attend a Follow Through related meeting or
affair monthly; and at least 70% of the parents in each
school will attend one school meeting or affair during
the school year. Schools will provide information re-
garding the above quarterly on forms supplied by the
evaluation unit.

In each school there will be at least one hour of parent
volunteer time monthly to match the number of children
in the program. Information to be supplied as above.

In each school 100% of the total enrollment will be
screened for medical problems by school health services
at least; no less than 80% of those pupil referred for
medical assistance will be treated by either contracted
or non-contracted services arranged for by Follow Through
personnel. Information to be provided as above.
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K.

L.

In each school 100% of the total enrollment will be
screened for dental problems by school health services
at least; no less than 80% of those referred for dental
care will be treated through contracted or non-contracted
services arranged for by Follow Through personnel.
Information to be provided as above.

In each school at least 80% of those pupils referred
for psychological services will be examined by either
contracted or non-contracted agencies; either treatment
or consultation for 100% of those examined will be pro-
vided by contracted or non-contracted agencies arranged
for by Follow Through personnel. Information will be
provided as above.

At least 85% of each school's families will be visited
at least once by the community coordinator during the
school year; the coordinator or social worker serving
the school will identify all families in need of social
services and will be consistently engaged in helping at
least 50% of these families to secure the services needed
from agencies in the community. Information to be pro-
vided as above.

Special Conditions

To insure that teacher retention rates are sufficiently
high to allow for the required continuity of treatment
within Follow Through, it is expect-ed that the rate of
teacher continuance in the program for the four year
span 1972773 to 1975-76 will be at least 60%. Data
will be secured from School District records.

To insure that pupil retention rates are sufficiently
high to provide for the program's planned longitudinal
effect, it is expected that the overall rate of pupil
continuance for the four years 1972-73 to 1975-76 will
be at least 60%. Data will be secured by regular up-
dating of the Follow Through pupil file from the
School District's Pupil Directory. System.

* Follow Through School Community Coordinator
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TIE sun. DISTRICT OF PHILADELPHIA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION
FEDERAL-EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

XvIduation Service Poem

PROJECT: Institutions for Neglected and Delinquent Children (R) (PBRS #611-05-587 )

PROJECT PROJECT INVOLVEMENT
DIRECTOR: Lurlene Sweeting MUM/ Judith Green LeiboVitz CATEGORY: 3

GOALS TO BE ASSESSUi

a. Each institution which provides mathematics instruction in this project will provide it
from October to June to its underachieving children for a minimum of two hours per week
per child. Detailed logs of the duration and content of each session will be maintained.

b. Each institution which provides reading instruction in this project will provide it from
October to June to its underachieving children for a minimum of two hours per week per
child. Detailed logs of the duration and content of each session will be maintained.

c. Each institution which provides. cultural trips in this project will provide them for
its disadvantaged children a minimum of one trip per month per child from October to June.
Detailed logs indicating individual participants will be maintained.

d. Students receiving at least five weeks of mathematics instruction in this project during
the 1975-1976 school year will improve their basic mathematics skills to the extent that
teachers using the Institution Skill Record for Mathematics at the end of the students
respective participation in the project will rate 75% of them as having gained additional
knowledge of numeration, fractions, addition, subtraction, word problems, geometry, and
symbols, multiplication, division, mental computation, numerical reasoning, work problems,
missing elements, money, measurement, and time.

e. Students recieving at least five weeks of reading instruction in this project during the
1975-1976 school year will improve their basic reading skills to the extent that teachers
using the Institution Skill Record for Reading at the end of the students respective
participation in the project will rate 75% of them as having gained additional knowledge

of word recognition skills, comprehension, oral reading or study skills.
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EVALUATIONMOIRIQUESADULUIL

a./b./c. For the three objectives, the project director or instructor will fill in weekly
logs of service provided, children to whom service is provided, and the amount
of time service is provided for each child.

Field visits by evaluator will verify and substantiate logs.

d. The Institution Skill Record for Mathematics will be administered to each student
receiving at least five weeks of mathematics instruction at the end of a student's-
participation in the project.

e. The Institution Skill Record for Reading will be administered to each student
receiving at least five weeks of reading instruction at the end of a student's-
participation in the project.

EVALIMalaPalaitNES
1. Conference with

Project Director
2+. Eveluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premeasures

Administered-

,JULY AUG. SEPT`

"Iv

Off JAN..fe. MAR. APR. MAY UWE JAY AUG,

N/A
. Monitoring of Project

6. Mid-Measures
Administered

. Interim'Report
8 . Monitorin C. ..leted

9. Past - Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

NISTtRED THEN CHILD LEAVES IN2TITU

11. Preliminary Final
Draft TAPed/Proofed

12. Printing Arranged/
Di tributed

ftsTentative =Firm NAMMot APP1-0461° Letter -Goal, MAasur ng Device Sample, etc.

EYALAT I ON SENICES REQUIRED fROM DIVISION OF RESEARCH SERVICES
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TIE SCIML DISTRICT OF PHIlfralPHIA
OFFICE OF RE ARM MD MUCKS
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Svaisation Service Perm

PROJECT: LEARNING CENTERS (R)

PROuECT PR CT

DIRECTOR: Lore Rassmusen SWAM Thomas Clark

(PBRs #611-02-541 )

INVOLVEMENT
CATEGORY:

MALL-112E115MM
1. Pupils in Learning Center labs will attain significantly higher (p<.10) scores in

concept formation in mathematics over that of comparable groups of non-participating

pupils as evidenced by the Key Mathematics Diagnostic Arithmetic Test administered
in April 1976.

2. Pupils in Learning Center labs, on the average, will gain at least two (2)

instructional levels in total mathematics ability as evidenced by 80% mastery on

the respective Philadelphia School Mathematics Levels Tests administered in September 1975

and May 1976.

Pupils in the F. Douglass communications lab will attain significantly higher (p<.10)

scores inlaftiage arts components of communications effectiveness in oral and written

forM over that of comparable groups of non-participating pupils as evidenced by a

locally developed Picture Stimulus Test.

I

TEACHER-PARENT CENTER

1. Teachers who have been voluntary participants in the Teacher-Parent Center will
report changes in teacher behavior and understanding of the learning center approach
as evidenced by classroom atmosphere, materials selection, teacher behavior and
pupil behavior as indicated by a Teacher-Parent Center Survey (self-report).

2. Teachers who have been voluntary participants in the Teacher-Parent center for at
least two years will indicate changes in their teacher behavior toward the affective
areas of Teacher-Pupil interaction toward a guidance point of view as indicated by
an Observational Checklist.
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

A. 1. The Key Math Test will be used to measure pupils' mathematics concept formation skills.
The test will be used to compare project pupils' (where appropriate) achievements
with comparison groups. A t test will be useljo measure statistical differences
between groups. The test will be administered to randomly-selected pdpils.

B.

2. The Philadelphia School Mathematics Levels Test will be administered (where appropriate)
to all LC pupils in September to determine an entry level on the Test. The same
pupils will be given the test in May 1976 in order to determine gain of at least
two instructional levels.

3 The Picture Stimulus Test will be administered to measure pupils' abilities to com-
municate effectively both in oral and written form. A t test will be applied to com- -
pare project pupils' achievements with comparison groups of pupils at the F. Douglass
School. The test will be administered to randomly-selected pupils.

TEACHER-PARENT CENTER

1. A locally developed Teaciler-Parent Survey will be administered to a 50% random sample
of teachers who have volpntarily participated in the T-P center. The instrument
will report changes in their teacher behavior and understanding of the learning center
approach to instructions

2. A locally-developed Observational Checklist will be used to measure changes in
teacher behavior toward the affective areas of teacher-pupil interaction of a

50% random sample of teachers who have been voluntary participants of the T-P
center for at least two years.

1. Conference with
Project Director

2. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted

. J Col th ....I ;2: I L

4. Premeaeures
Administered

5. Monitoring of Project
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
7. Interim'Report
8. Monitorin C leted
9. Post-Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modificati.ans Made/Rev

11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

12. Printing Arranged/
Distribute

lhaTentative Ann= i1-.."..p.C=.---906141-4.-------ttarGoal,MAaaur..ngDevic* Sample, etc.
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EVALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED _FROM DIVISION OF RESEARCR SERVICES.
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TIE SC1111 DISTRICT OF PHILAILPHIA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Svaivatien Service Perm

PROJECT: MEET THE ARTIST (R)

PROJECT
DIRECTOR: Jack Bookbinder

PRDUECT

EVALUATORS Arnold Escourt

(MRS #611-02-513)

INVOLVEMENT
CATEGORY: #4

GoALLMILASSEMEll

A. Eighty percent of the pupils accepted into the project will attend at least 28 of the
project's 35 sessions as verified by evaluators' inspection of attendance records.

B. Eighty percent of the participating pupils will complete at least six art projects in
various media (e.g. drawing, painting, print making, sculpture) as verified by evaluators'
inspection of teacher records.

C. Eighty percent of the participating pupils will display at an exhibition'at least one
of their projects, as indicated by teacher records and verified by evaluators' monitoring.

D. Eighty percent of the pupils will participate in at least three project sponsored
visits to three cultural sites, as verified by evaluators' inspection of logs.
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EVALUAT I Ott TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

A/B/C Teachers records will be used by evaluators to verify these objectives.
C. Evaluators will take a random sampling of 10% of participating students to

verify the existence of at least 80% of them having one of their creations
on exhibit,

D. Project directors logs will be used to verify this objective.

. Conference with
Project Director

2. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. PrOMMIUMS

Administered
5. Monitorin of Pro eat
6. Mid-Msasures

Administered
7. Interise Report
8. Monitorin

10. Final Report Prepared
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

11. Preliminary Final
Draft T ed

12. Printing Arranged,
Distributed

Tentative soFirm WAONet APP2 0014 LetterGoal, Maasun.n1 Device, Sample, etc.

VALUATION 5EF1[ICES REQUIRED FROM DIVISION jiEsEARcH_saarla
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THESCOLDISRICTCFRIILAIMBIA
OFFICE OF RESENCH AND EVALUATICH
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Svaiation Service Sore

93

PRtUECT: Motivation (R)

PROJECT
Di REacmRebecca Segal

PROJECT
Ev Auxrcat Joseph Meade

(PBRS #611-04-555 )

IMOLVIYENT
. CATEGORY: 1

A. Motivation students will score significantly (p<!05) higher on the Total. Reading Subtest
of the California Achievement Test than a comparable group of students chosen for the
project but attending schools not eligible for funds during the 1975-1976 school
year.

B. Motivation students will score significantly (p<.05) higher on the Verbal Subtest of the
Scholastic Aptitude Test than a comparable group of students chosen for the project but
attending schools not eligible for Title I funds during 1975-1976 school yea-.

.; C. Motivation students will score significantly (p<.05) higher on the Quantitative Subtest
of the Scholastic Aptitude Test than a comparable group of students chosen for the pro-
ject but attending schools not eligible for Title I funds during the 1975-1976 school
year.

D. Motivation students will be accepted for admission at colleges and universities in sig-
nificantly higher percentages (p<.05) than a comparable group of students chosen for
the project but attending schools not eligible for Title I funds during the 1975-1976
school year.
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EyALuAlickLIEQ:thugiufaKDEautil

The following evaluation techniques will be used on a group of 95 Motivation students
and a comparison group of 95 non - Motivation students chosen in 1973 for a longitudinal
study.

A. Motivation and non-Motivation students will be administered the California
Achievement Test (reading) in February. The t test will be used to detect
differences between the two groups.

B. Motivation and non-Motivation students will be administered the Scholastic
Aptitude Testr(verbal) during the 1975-1976 school year. The t test will be
used to detect differences between the two groups.

C. Motivation and non-Motivation students will be administered the Scholastic
Aptitudd Test (quartitative)during the 1975-1976 school year. The t test
will be used to detect differences between the two groups.

D. Percentages of students in the two groups accepted for admission at colleges
universities will be compared using the X 2 test.

EvALualatmussracs
1. Conference with

Pro ect Director
2. Evaluation Designed
3. p al Acce ed

JULY

/

4. Premeasures
Administered

. Monitoring of Project

6. Mid-Measures
Administered

. Interim'Report

N A

OCr NOV. DEC >MN. FEB. MAR. AIL JIAY )lam ALULY

N/A

8. MonitOrinst_Cempleted
9. Poet-Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed.
modifications made Re

h. Preliminary Final , -

Draft Taped/Proofed
12. Printing Arranged/

Distributed
Firm /AWN% 1e LetterGoal, Maasur_ng Device, Sample, etc.Tentative

CD

DALLWION SERVICES REQUIRED FROMIDIVISION OF RESEARCH SERVICES
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TW SCHTIL DISTRICT OF FHIMEINIA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH MD EMILLATION
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

limitation Service Seam

PROJECT: Multimedia Center (R) (PBRS #611-06-615 )

PROJECT Charles McLaughlin PROJECT INVOLVE/ENT 3

D I RECTOR EV.-LIALITOR: Thomas Clark CATEGORY:

1).

al9 .at.11BEASSEMEZI

a. During the current school year, the Multimedia Center will provide audio-
visual and other instructional materials that are related to the curricu-
lar needs of educationally deprived pupils. It is expected that the tea-
chers will use an average of 35 materials during the year as measured by
the Multimedia Center Survey.

b During the school year, the coordinator of the Multimedia Center will
provide paraprofessional aides with a minimum of 2 1/2 hours of in-
service training in the classroom use of audiovisual and other
instructional materials. An activity log of the training will be maintained
by the coordinator.

c. During the school year, the coordinator of the Multimedia Center will pro-
vide sixth-grade students selected by their schools for participation in
Cadet Corps with a minimum of 1 1/2 hours of training in the use of audio-
visual hardware. An activity log of the training will be maintained
by the coordinator.
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES_ (DESIGN)I GN)

a. Summary information of the number and kinds of materials circulated by
the Multimedia Center will be provided by the Multimedia Center coor-
dinator. This information will be reported in descriptive terms.
Teachers in each participating school will complete the Multimedia
Center Survey. Respondents will indicate the frequency and type of use of
various materials. They will also rate the adequacy of Center services.
The responses to the Survey will be summarized and subsequently reported
in descriptive terms.

b. The Multimedia Center coordinator will maintain a log listing (a) school
and name of aide, (b) type of training given, and (c) length of training.
The information will be summarized and reported in descriptive terms.
In order to provide cross-validation of the information provided, a sample
of aides will complete the Multimedia Center In-Service Form for Aides
to indicate the type and length of in-service received.

c. The Multimedia Center coordinator will maintain a log listing (a) school
and number of students trained, (b) type of training given, and (c) length
of training. The information will be summarized and reported in descrip-
tive terms. In order to provide cross-validation of the information pro-
vided, the principals of the schools participating in Cadet Corps will
complete the Multimedia Center Principal's Evaluation of Cadet Corps.
They will rate the performance of the students and provide a list of the
equipment for which the students are responsible for operating.

. Conference with
Pro ect Director

2. Evaluation Desi ed
3. P al Accepted

. Premeasures
Administered

. Monitorin of Pro ect

. Mid-Mealy/es
Administered

. Interim'Re .rt
8. Monitorin Completed
9. Poet-Measures

Adminiitered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made

11. Preliminary Final
Draft T ed

12. Printing Arranged/
Distributed

do+Tentative Firm w/AONot Appl cable LetterGoal, MAasur nq Device, Sample, etc.

EVALUATION SERVICESTEMULRED FINALHVISION OF RESEARCH SERVICES

Revision of Multimedia Center Survey
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T}E SCHOOL DISTRICT (F PHILAIIIPHIA
OFFICE OF REMAIN AND EAUXTIGN
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

SvalVation Service Seem

PROJECT: OUT-OF-SCHOOL SEQUENCED SCIENCE EXPERIENCES (PBRS k11 -02-653 )

PROJECT PROJECT Ethel K. Goldberg INVOLVEMENT
DIREGrat: Fred M. Hofkin EVALUATCR: CATEGORY: 4

aVALELBLAISEM
,I. At the end of six days of instruction (one day per week over a six-week period) at

the Franklin Institute, pupils from one selected learning cycle will demonstrate
improved knowledge and understanding of selected basic concepts of physical and

_biological science as measured by the Franklin Institute Science Achievement Test.
Pretest to posttest gains exceeding p<.05 will be accepted as evidence of meaningful

progress.

2. During each six-week cycle, pupils of different socioethnic and racial backgrounds
will exchange ideas and show an attitude of cooperative work relationships as
indicated by the Social-Interaction Observational Checkli.st so that positive
interaction will exceed negative interaction by 90%.

3. During each six-week cycle all pupils will have been provided with science-content-
based language arts activities (including the completion of a minimum of six
worksheets and the production of a science newsletter) as determined by a Project-
Specific Observational Checklist and a Teacher Questionnaire.
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

1. The attainment of the cognitive objectives will be measured by the Franklin
Institute Science Achievement Test (KR20=85) developed to measure cognitive
learning resulting from the Franklin Institute experiences and related fieldtrips, as stated.in Objective I. Pretest to posttest gains for students inone cycle will be examined by a repeated measures analysis of variance with p<.05.

2 During approximately 20 visits systematic monitoring will be conducted throughoutthe four cycles to describe the project and determine if the Franklin Institutewill have provided conditions considered prerequisite for the attainment of theproject's previously stated objectives. A Social Interaction Observational Check-list, developed by the Office of Research and Evaluation and especially designed
to measure the amount of constructive interaction occurring between childrenfrom the paired schools, will be used. Summary tallies of observations, computedto illustrate the amount and kind of social interaction occurring during
Institute and field trip activities, will be examined to determine if positive
interaction will have exceeded negative interaction by 90%.

3. During the monitoring visits a Project-Specific Checklist and a Teacher Questionnairewill be used to measure the degree to which a learning environment exists in whichstudents are encouraged to improve their language arts skills. Summary tallies ofobservations will be examined to determine if a minimum of six science worksheetshave been completed as well as whether other learning activities will have been
conducted (including the production of a science newsletter).

EVALLATIat tinESIMES
1. Conference with

Project Director
2. Evaluation Designed
3. Propgeal Accepted
4. Premeasures

Administered

.haiLY AU3. ,SEPT OCT,NOY.JES. JAN. FEB. MAR. APR. MAY JUNE

. Monitorin of Pro ect
6. Mid - Measures

Administered
7. Interim'Roport
8. Monitoring Completed
9. Poet-Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev_

-11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

12. Printing Arranged/

tiit4tivs IRTirm 101741-ahpplAable
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LetteruGoal, MAasuring Device, Sample, etc.
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TIE SCFML DISTRICT OF PRIM/MIA
OFFICE OF REUARCH MD EVALUATICN
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

ivaivation Sorvice Form
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PROJECT: SCHOOL COMMUNITY COORDINATOR (R)

PRO,ECT PROJECT
DIRECTOR:George Green EVALUATOR: Arnold Escourt

(PBRS #61.1-17-505 )

INVOLVE/ ENT
CATEGORY: #2

'GOALS TO BE ASSESSED

a. The SCCS will make a minimuMfof seventy-five home contacts with adults
each month, relative to participating ESEA, Title I studentS, which
shall include contacts concerned with beginning attendance problems,
referrals emanating from school requests and self-initiated visits
intended to improve school community communication. This will be
verified by inspection of monthly logs that will be maintained by the
SCCS.

b The SCCS will plan and execute a minimum of one cluster meeting for
parents or guardians of participating ESEA, Title I students each month
for the purpose of sharing information related to school and/or
community matters. A cluster meeting is a gathering of three or more
parents attending an announced/scheduled meeting. This will be verified
by inspection of monthly logs that will be maintained by the SCCS.

c. The SCCS will attend faculty meetings and discuss the School Community
Coordinators Project and/or the -needs of participating ESEA, Title I
students at a minimum of two such meetings during the year. This will
be verified by inspection of monthly logs that will be maintained by
the SCCS.

d. The SCCS will assist parents of participating ESEA, Title I students
in understanding and completing the application for the free-and-

. reduced-pi-ice school lunch program when they request such service.
This will be verified by inspection of monthly logs that will be main-
tained by the SCCS.

e The SCCS will attend, as their schools' designated representatives, a
minimum of two community meetings per month. This will be verified by
inspection of monthly logs that will be maintained by the SCCS.

f. The SCCS will develop and distribute a minimum of one written communi-
cation per month related to Title I services to parents or guardians of
participating ESEA, Title I students. This will be verified by
inspection of monthly logs that will be maintained by the SCCS.

g. The Area Coordinators will assist and monitor the School Community
Coordinators and act as another communication link between the school
and especially the parents and guardians of participating ESEA, Title I

students. The Area Coordinators will disseminate information to the
School Community Coordinators and the community. This will be verified

9'7



by inspections of monthly logs that will be maintained by Area
coordinators.

EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

Objectives a/b/c/d/e/f. To measure objectives a,b,c,d,e,f, SCCs will
record their daily activities on a SCC activity log sheet They will
then summarize the data onto a monthly activity log. The data from the
logs will be collected monthly and tabulated. An overall average
and standard deviation across all SCCs for all reported months will be
computed in June 1976 in reporting the attainment of objectives. The
evaluation team will visit a random sample of 20% of the schools
with a SCC. Principals, SCCs, teachers and whenever possible, a
parent or guardian of a participating ESEA, Title I student, will be
asked to complete a questionnaire to ascertain the perceptions of
project related persons about the role and function of the SCC and
the effectiveness of the SCC project, and to validate activities
reported by the School Community Coordinators and the Area Coordinator.

Objective g. For objective g, the Area Coordinator will record a
separate log that documents her weekly activities. She will then
summarize the data onto a monthly activity log. An overall average and
standard deviation across all Area Coordinators for all reported
months will be computed in June 1976 in reporting the degree of
attainment of this objective.

EYAL-UEICtLtlIlEaICtIES
1. Conference with

Project Director
2. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premeasures

Administered
5. Monitorin of Pro act
6. Mid -Maasures

Administered

X Iiranwommir

. Interim'Rport

.tiAY atILJULYIAT

A

A-Q A-G A-G A-G (A-G A-G A-G eA-G

8. Monitoring Completed
9. Poet- Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications made/Rev

11. Preliminary Final
Draft Ta e roofed

12. Printing Arranged/
Distributed

Tentative 10000 Applicabl. Letter*Goal, Mheaur.ng Device, Sample,

EVALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROM DIVISIt OF RESEARCH SERVICES

The multipurpose questionnaire form must be run by May 11, 1975 and assistance to run the
ITEMS R program is required to analyze the data by May 7, 1975.

9 8
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11 Son DISTRICT (F PHIL 1PHIA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

ivaivation Service Perm

PROJECT: Speech and Hearing (R)

PROJECT
DIRECTOR: Charles McLaughlin

ASSEMED

(MRS # 611-06-7201

PROJECT INVOLVEMENT
EVALUATOR: William E. Loue III CATEGORY: 3

`a. Pupils receiving therapy for the correction of defective sounds will experience correc-
tion of those sounds to the extent that there will be a statistically significant gain
(p<.05) from their mean October pre-test to their mean May post-test on the Templin-
Darley Diagnostic Test of Articulation.

b. At the completion of the project term, seventy percent (70%) of all project pupils
receiving therapy for stuttering will show a decrease in the severity and/or incidences
of stuttering behaviors as evidenced by ratings of at least "improved" by their respect-
ive therapists on the Stuttering Evaluation survey form.

c. At the completion of the project term, twenty percent (20%) of the pupils receiving
therapy for the correction of defective sounds and 15% of the pupils receiving therapy
for stuttering will be dismissed from further therapy with the note "dismissed corrected"
recorded on both the Defective Articulation Summary and the Stuttering Evaluation forms.

d. At the completion of the project term, 50% of all pupils receiving therapy for defective
hearing will improve at least one of their defective auditory skills as evidenced by
the hearing specialist's rating (of "improved") on the Hearing Handicapped Summary form.

0

9 9
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUE5 (DESIGN)

a. The Templin-Darley Diagnostic Test of Articulation will be administered to a 20%
randomly selected sample of project pupils with defective sounds in October and
May. Mean pretest and posttest scores will be compared using a correlated t test
at the .05 level of significance.

b. At the conclusion of the school year (May), each therapist will classify all stut-
tering pupils as "improved," "remained the same," or "regressed" on the stuttering
evaluation summary form. A rating of "improved" for 70% of the cases will be
considered ideal.

c. All pupils with articulation defects who have been dismissed AS corrected by the
therapists will be recorded on the Defective Articulation Summary forms. A total
of 20% of the pupils receiving this rating will be considered ideal.

All pupils with stuttering defects who have been dismissed as corrected by the
therapists will be recorded on the Stuttering Evaluation Form. A total of 15% of
the pupils receiving this rating will be considered ideal.

d. Detailed case studies will be completed by the hearing therapist for each pupil
(projected number of 15) in her caseload. The case analysis will include ratings
of the auditory skills of each child on the Hearing Handicapped. Summary. These
skills include (1) discrimination of direction, location, and distance of voice
(2) discrimination of individual voices (male-female, etc., (3) discrimination of
speech sounds, (4) discrimination of words in and out of context, etc. The ratings
will indicate in which auditory skills the pupils has improved, regressed or remained
the same. It is expected that 50% of these pupils will improve at least one of these
auditory skills.

EVALUATION MI LESTMES_
1. Conference with

IProject Director
2. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted

-JAY AL.SEM OCLNC6t. ,SEC. rJNL FEB. MAR. APR. MAY JUNE JULY AUG,

4. Premeasures
Administered

5. Monitoring of Project
6. Mid-measures

Administered
7. Intewim.Remrt____
8. monitorin C. leted

A
4.

9. Post-Measures
Administered

10. Final Report Prepared
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev,

-il. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

'MN

12. Printing Arranged/
DiptributelL

NDTentative 1Firm

A,B,

C,D

/70.0t APP11.0able LettersiGoal, Meiasurng Device, Sample, etc.

EVALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROMIDIVISION[Cf RESEARCH SERVIM

1. 00)



"DE SO M. DISTRICT OF FilILPLEPHIA
OFFICE OF MIMI AND MMUS
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

SvalVaticon Service fees
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PROJECT: WALNUT CENTER (R) (PERS 611-01-517)

PROJECT PROJECT WILLIAM LOUEIII
DIRECTOR: FRANCES BECKER EVALAMPU LISBETH SORKIN

INVIVEMENT
CATEGORY:

GOAILICULASSESSED

a. Kindergarten children will develop readiness skills in reading and arithmetic as
evidenced by standardized test results administered in February. (i.e., 50% of
the children will score at or above the 50th percentile)

b. First-grade children will develop basic skills in reading and arithmetic as evi-
denced by standardized test results administered in February. (i.e., 50% of the
children will score at or above the 50th percentile)

c. The Center will provide medical, psychological, psychiatric, speech and social
service professional care to all pupils on an "as-needed" basis as indicated by
school records and observations by the evaldation team.

i
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EvALuAilai maimaas (DESIGN)

A posttest monitoring design will be used to assess this project. Standardized
tef_!ts will be administered and periodic observations will be made by the evaluation
team. School records will also be utilized.

. Conference with
Project Director

Z. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premeasures

Administered
5. Monitoring of Pro/set

. Mid-Measures
Administered

Interim'Report
8. Monitoring Completed
9. Post-Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

12. Printing Arranged/
Di tribute

*Tentative Firm APP3, 14 LetterGoal, Maaeur.ng Device, Sample, etc:

VALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROM DIVISION OF RESEARCK_SERYICES
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DE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF FHILA1LPHIA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH P/11) EVALUATICII
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

svaimation service Boma
poor.momers I

PRCUECT: YOUNG AUDIENCES (R)

PROJECT PROJECT
EVALUATOR: Arnold EscourtDIRECTOR:Edwin E. Heilakka

(PBRS # 611-02-514)

INVOLVEMENT
CATEGORY: #4

GgeLUEULASSEMER

A. The project will provide ten 45 minutes live musical presentations to target area pupils
in grades 3-6 only, as verified by evaluators' monitoring.

B. At the end of the school year, project pupils will score significantly higher (p<.20)
than a control group of nonproject pupils on a test measuring their ability to recognize
and identify standard musical instruments(e.g. brass, woodwind, string and percussion.);
their knowledge of basic musical concepts such as melody, harmony,rhythm and form; and
their understanding ofbasic concepts of science of music, such as the effect on sound of
closed and open pipes, tension and vibration.

C. Professional musicians will give 12 classroom musical ,presentations in three secondary
RE centers, as verified by inspection of the project administrator's records and moni-
toring of programs by an evaluation team.
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EYALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

A. A random sampling of 307. of participating schools will be visited by an evaluation
team.

B. In September, participating schools will submit the names of all teachers in grades
3-6. The evaluators will randomly assign half of the teachers and their classes
to be part of the experimental group and the other half as the control group. An
instrument measuring the three areas will be developed in the summer of 1975 and
will be administered to the control and expermental groups at the beginning and the
end of the year. The Fishers "t" test for the total mean score will be used to de-
termine significant differences for the two groups (p<.20).

C. Project director's records will be used to determine whether 12 sessions in three
RE centers were held. The evaluators will visit the three centers at least once in
monitoring the presentations.

EAWANTION
1. Conference with

Pro ect Director
2. Evaluation Designed

AILLY.Ain. sEvr1 car ticczEc.. JANA FEB. ,MAR. APR. MAY JANE ALLY AU G1

3. Proposal Accepted X

4. Promeasures
Administered

5. Monitorintof Project
6. Mid-Measures

Administered

.-
ye/

4 C A.r A_c_

Interim as rt

8. Monitorin C. feted
9. Post-Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made Re

11. Preliminary Final
Draft TWA/Proofed

B

12. Printing Arranged/
Distributed

wiantative IFirm LettermGoal, Maanurl.ng Device, Sample, etc.ft
tc.

DALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROM DIVISION OF RESEARCH SERY CES_
An instrument measuring the three areas (noted in objective I) must be developed during the
summer 1975 so that it can be administered in October 1975. Programming Assistance is required
to set up an SAS or F4STAT program in May 1975 to analyze the data.
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SUMMER TERM PROJECTS
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THESCHIPLDISTRICTOFPHIMPHIA
OFFICE OF REM ARCH AND EVALUATICI4

FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

svaleation Service Fors

PROUECT: Affective

PRO JECT

DIRECTOR:

Education (S)

Norman Newberg
PROJECT William E.

EVALUATORS

Loue

(PBRS # 611

INVOLVEMENT
CATEGORY:

GEKLIELKISSEZIM

a. To prepare training designs and training materials to b
teachers in their use of the Communications Curriculum

b. To develop new materials, methods and delivery systems
services to teachers.

10

e used in the development of
and Parent-Child Rituals.

for the provision of resource
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EVAUATIDN TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

a. The submission of new training designs and materials which will aid the teacher to
use the Parent-Child Rituals and the Communications Curricula by 1 September 1976
will constitute successful completion of this objective.

b. The submission of new materials and a plan which describes methods and delivery
systems pertaining to Resource Services for teachers, by 1 September 1976 will
constitute successful achievement of this objective.

1. Conference with
Pro act Director

2. Evaluation Desi ed
3. P al Acce ed
4. Premeasures

Administered
5. Monitoring of Project
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
7. Interim'Ae rt-

8. Monitorin C .Feted

9. Poet-Measures
Administered

10. Final Report Prepared
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made Re

11. Preliminary Final
Draft T ed

12. Printing Arranged/
D1 tributad

Tentative '.First v/A0Not APPlicable LetterGoal, Maasur_ng Device, Sample, etc.

EVAUJATION SERVICES _REQUIRED AM DIVISION OF RESEARCIUMMA

NONE
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11 SCHTL DISTRICT OF FIIILKEIPHIA
OFFICE OF REMO MD MA'AM:IN
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Sveleseion Service WS$

PROJECT: BENCHMARK (S)

PrINECT
DIRECTOR: Edmund Forte

(MRS #611-02-507)

FEOJECT MAX1094ENTmust= Arnold Escourt CATEGORY: 3

autiL.131.1EISSENA
a. To increase the skills of Benchmark teachers in the interpretation of achievement scores,

administration, scoring, and interpretation of diagnostic tests and rating scales, class-
room management, use of instructional materials, and supervision of instructional aides
and volunteers.

b. To increase the skills of Benchmark instructional aides in group and individual
instructional assistance, clerical functions, use of teaching aids including audiovisual
equipment.
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EVALLIAT104 TECHNIQUES (DESIGIO

a/b On-site evaluation and monitoring and a teacher and aide questionnaire to be
developed by the evaluation-Staff will be used to evaluate the summer project.

EVALATIal taLESIC8E1
1. Conference with

Protect Director
ivelustico Designed

3. pro al AcooDted

JULYAlra. JOT. NOV.17.C. JAN. EEL

4.

Pronsanures
ni Lord_

GotS. Monitoring
6. Mid-Neasure

Or F

AdoLnistore
Inte WM, rt

8. Mcnitoring_Completed
9. Foot -measures

adeanistered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

11. Preliminary tine'
Draft Tamed/Prieed

12. Printing Arrangs4,
D.

**Tentative

MAR. MC j3AY

r M lattarfroal, MAasur.ng Device, Smola, etc.
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THE SCFML DISTRICT (F PHIL PHIA
OFFICE OF MUNCH AND EwallATICN
FEDERAL EVALLATION RESOURCE SERVICES

ivaillation Service Pees

PROJECT: Bilingual Education (S)

PROUECT PROJECT
DIRECTOR: Charles McLaughlin EVALUATOR: Marion Kaplan

(PBRS #611-06-538)

IMOVEMENT
CATEGORY: 4

GLIALLTILBUSSEMELI

A. To plan for the effective implementation of the project's activities in the,, ,,1
Fall of 1976. The activities engaged in over the course of the summer will

include:

MID

(1) Evaluation a review of the data gathered in execution of the evaluation
design for the school year 1975-76 including student records, teacher
evaluations, principals' recommendations, parents' comments and other
managerial observations.

(2) Curriculum Planning design of the program for the fall in order to
net the general and individual needs of the children. Specific areas

for revision are:

Materials - selection and development

In- Service Workshops preparation for in-service experiences for teachers

and aides in'September.1976.

(3) Administrative Requirements

Publish handbooks for teachers, parents and students
Prepare cumulative records for Carino Center students
Publih job descriptions and expectations for each position in the project.

Revise record keeping procedures
Revise reports of pupil progress
Develop a calendar of events
Develop and initqate plans for a parent-teachers group.

A summer activity log will be maintained by the Bilingual Education Project
coordinator.

110
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

The coordinator of the Bilingual Education Project will submit a summary of
the summer activities. This information will indicate the degree to which
each of the listed activities has been accomplished.

1. Conference with
Project Director

2. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premsasures

Administered
5. Monitoring of Project
6. Mid - Measures

Administered
7. Interim' Report
8. Monitoring Completed
9. Post-Msasures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

12. Printing Arranged/
Di tributed

loTentative VFirs

MP'

r

4

-.4

APP31.0abLetterGoal Moilaaun.n Device

MIEVALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROM RESEARCH_ SERVICES

111
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THE SCHOOL DISTRICT CF. FOILPEELW
OFFICE OF RZEARCH EVALUgai.jA

FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Evaluation Service Fors

PROJECT; COMPREHENSIVE MATHEMATICS PROJECT S

115

VINPOINONOIMINTRAP.M.0.101111

(rr ;7Pending

PROJECT PROJECT
DIRECTOR: Alex Tobin EVALUATOR: Arnold Escourt CATEJ:

GOALS TO IE ASSESSED

or.

The summer staff-development program will provide participating teachers with the following;

(a) Those methods, techniques, and procedures that will enhance the mathematics concepts
and computational skills of pupils.

(b) Effective methods of utilizing the results of the Philadelphia Mathematics Evaluation
Test and the California Achievement Tests to improve pupil achievement.

(c) Techniques and materials needed to implement an ongoing "mathematics levels"
approach in teaching mathematics to junior high and middle school pupils.

(d) Experiences, activities, and methods which will lead to effective individualization
of instruction ,.of pupils.

The programcoordinator and members of the mathematics department staff will plan and
implement the program. The project staff will record program events and report on the
level of implementation.

112
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EVALUATION uatuntuEs CDEsm)

The summer program will be monitored by program staff and by the evaluation team.

Questionnaires will ,be distributed prior to the conclusion of the program to assess

the perceptions of the participants as to content and usefulness.

AOMM,....171MM.MOMWMAMIM

1. Conference with
Project Director

2. E.'valtn sie-ADe od

3. Proposal Accopted
4. Premeasures

Administered
5. MonitorinculfIlsject
G. Mid-Mzewures

Administered
7. Interim-Slport
6. Monitoring Cormloted
9. Post-Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made

11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

12. Printing Arrany4d/
Distributed

aeTentative A;Firra w/hikoo 444.. able LetterimCwoal, Maasur ng Device, Sample, etc.

EVALUATIQN. SERVICES_ REQUIRED FROM DIMEMLIENARCILSERYICES

fp
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TIE SEMI DISTRICT OF FillULIEINIA
OFFICE OF 111:1101104 MS E1MLAXIlf31
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Ilvaisation mmice

PRCUECT:

PROJECT
DIRECTOR:

COMPREHENSIVE READING PROJECT
Aide Service (S) Part B

Joan Myers
PROJECT
ENPUIVFORs Arnold Escourt

(FM #611-02-503 )

IVVOLONINT
CATEGORY: 4

:

IMO TO BE MEANER

The project director will plan for the new year, reassess the past
years performance, prepare materials and services to support the,library
aide program.

A descriptive report of these activities will be completed by the
project director on or before September first.
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EVALUATI Cti TECHNIQUES (DES I GN)

A report will be written by the project director assessing the summer
activities.

EvALuatch mausarms AULUIL501+ OCT J/.,
1. Conference with

Valect Director
2. Sveination Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Preaaaauxes

Adminioered 11/A
3. Monitoring of Protect N/A.
6. Mid-Measures

Littered VA
7. Into A' N1A,
6. ,monitoring Completed N/\
9. Poet-Measures

AdMinistered u/A
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Nad41Rev

-11. Preliminary Final
T ed

12. printing Arran
DLitt/WWI

Tentative EFirm V

MAY ,JLNE,JULY,Aifi

4,-
16,

MNOt Appl le LetterGoal, Anasur nq Device Sample, etc.

EVALUATION SERVICES REIIIIRED OM DIVISION OF RESEARCH SERVICES
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DE SOM. DISTRICT (F PRILKEIPHIA
OFFICE OF PRIFACH N IMAMS
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Ilvaluation Sonic. Poem

PROJECT: The Comprehensive Reading Program
District 1 (S)

PROJECT
DIRECTOR: Verneta Harvey

PROJECT
EVRLIJATORI Sherrie Rose

0146 #

INVOLVEMENT
CATEGORY: 1

GIA3 TO BF 4iSMER

Elementary

1. To provide participating teachers with techniques for using resource
materials present in the Instructional Materials Center (I.M.C.) to
develop guidelines for teaching a structured literature program.

2. To provide participating teachers with techniques for teaching reading
in the content areas.

Secondary

1. To provide participating secondary consultants and supervisors with
resources (test results, etc.) necessary to analyze and interpret progress
of the secondary schools in order to develop a handbook of successful pro-
grams and practices to be distributed to other school personnel.

"C
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emultuctuutimotartil
Elementary

Techniques and materials developed will be implemented through staff
development beginning in September. Evaluation in the form surveys of
classroom teachers involved in the programwill occur at periodic intervals.

Secondary

The handbook of successful programs and practices will be distributed to
school perSonnel. The quality and quantity of the handbook will be measured
by the amount of feedback and additional contributions from teachers.

MLLESUNES &I SEPT OCT NOLJECLAIN. CEILIMAR.-APR.-BAY AtiEALY AUG
1. Cron senor with

Project Director
2. Svoluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Presmasures

Administered
S. Monitorial of Pride,*
6. mid-Measures

Administered
7. Interim' Import
8. Monitorial Completed
9. Post-Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
modifications NedeiRtv_

11. Preliminary Final
ed

13. Printing AMR
Dietrib

**Tentative *Firm LettArmOoal, MAasur rig Device, Sample, etc.

gVAL1JATION SERVICES REQUIRED MIN DIVISION OF RESEARCH SERVICES

1 I 7
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TIE SOML DISTRICT CF
OFFICE OF REM O1 NO ENIPLUATICN
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Svalatien Service Pere

PROJECT:

PROJECT
DIRECTOR:

Comprehensive Reading Program
District Two (S)

Mr. Michael Iannelli
PROJECT
BOLLONS4 Mr. James Scheib

(PUS #

INVOLVEMENT
CATEGORY: 1

GIALLIIIIILASESSER

A. To improve reading instruction through continuous in-service training of
staff members.

B. To help teachers up date their knowledge and. techniques related to the
reading process through a program which actively involves them in its
implementation.

C. To develop instructional leadership ability in each school and to maximize
the use of instructional leadership through continuous in-service training
of district staff members.

D. To provide, at district level, an' instructional plan for the teaching/learning
process of reading that is flexible enough to allow for the needs of each
school.
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EVTENIECt11111;111(MIGN)

Evaluation of the workshop will be by a questionnaire developed to allow
teachers, instructional leadership, and administrators to react to the
following kinds of questions:

1. Were the objectives and procedures consonant with your needs?

2. Were practical ideas-and suggestions offered?

3. Was the on-going evaluation task shared by teachers, instructional
leadership, and administrators?

A/. 'Mk
. Con rance with

Project Director
I. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Frousoouros

Adokicistocod
S. for of P

6. Id d-Msasures

AdMiaistered
7. Interim' leport
8. monito Feted
9. Past- Measures
! Administered

10. inal Report Prepared
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

-11. Preliminary Final
D T ed.

12. Printing Arrange
Diatributsll

thaTentative F rm V APP1

4

4

LetterWal, MaasurLng Device, Somplo, etc.

EVALUATION. SERVICES REQUIRED FROM DIVISINALBESEARQUEINEM

113
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TIE SOUL DISTRICT IF PRILKELPHIA
CFR Cf OF MINCH NO astaurna4
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

SvaleeSien Service Pena

PRCUECT: COMPREHENSIVE READING PROGRAM

PIOJE
DISTRICT 3 (S)

CT MET
DIRECTOR: Arthur Romanelli MAIN" James Scheib

(PBRS #

INKX.VBENT
CATEGORY:

Mks TO BE PASESSUI

1. To examine the results of the 1975-1976 Reading Project by studying data
obtained through the administration of standardized tests and other available
information.

2. To establish to what degree the 1975-1976 Reading Project objectives were met.

3. To examine results of monitoring instruments developed during tile 1975-1976
school year to establish and refine baseline data and target group objectives
for 1976-1977.

4. To revise the 1976-1977 reading plan to conform to any recent changes in school
organizations.

5. To prepare the following materials for the 1976-1977 school year based upon
a study of the 1975-1976 results:

a. Books and Supplies

b. District Three Elementary Teachers Reading Handbook..
(Revision and up-dating)

c. District Three Secondary Reading Teachers Handbook.
(Revision and up-dating)

d. Appropriate Administrative Bulletins.

6. To clarify and arrange final details for "Start of Year" (1976 1977) staff
development programs.
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fauktuctumitufaumAzuctil
The evaluation of the 1976 Summer Term will be based upon the degree to

which the objectives are met-. A checklist will be used to determine if:

la. A detailed examination of standardized and informal tests administered
during the 1975-1976 school year has taken place.

lb. Significant information concerning the 1975-1976 Reading Project,
other than test data, has been examined.

2. The objectives of the 1975-1976 Reading Project have been examined
and the degree to which they were met has been established.

3. Baseline data has been formulated and target group objectives estab-
lished from monitoring instruments utilized during 1975-1976 school
year.

4. Necessary revisions have been made because of changes in school or-
ganizations.

5a. Books and other materials needed for the 1976-1977 school year have
been delivered to schools.

5b. The elementary and secondary reading teacher handbooks and other''ap-
,i

ry propriate "Start of the Year" (1976-1977) bulletins have been pre=
pared.

6. Final arrangements fom "Start.of the Year" (1976-1977) staff develop-
ment programs have been completed.

MI LESTMES
1. Cctlersnoe with

Pro act Dire r

2. ivelnation Desiened
3. Proms' Mauna&
4. Presmasumes

ALE.140.5 Off NOV. 1rE.C. J/14. FEB. MAR. APR.
1976

4-

Adminittered
lzRonitorth0 of ProJeot
6. Midr-Massures

istored
7. Interim'Asport
21.1Mmitorin9 Completed
9. Port-MOSSUX08
4 administered

10. Final Report Prepared
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Mede/Agv

11: Preliminary Final
Drogt TaPe4/Prqsfed

12. Printing Arranged/
Distributtd

foZwrentative 1Pire M Appi:oable

A

LettereGoal, Measuring Device, Sample, etc.

rifilignaigEnCEELEMBElligiMMION _OF RESEARCH SERVICES
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TIE SOM. DISTRICT OF PRIVIELPHIA
OFFICE OF MOM NO EVIWIRICN
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Svelealian Service ream

PROUECT: TAE COMPREHENSIVE READING PROGRAM (PUS #

District Four (S)

PIE CT FRIJECT INVOLVEMENT

DIRECMR: Katherine Jackson EVALUATOR: Sherry Rose CATEGORY: 1

01111111AASSESESI

To provide elementary pupils the opportunity for continued growth in Language Arts
.through exposure to informal Language Arts activities at the District Library Reading
Centers in the form of films, filmstrips, storytelling books, magazines, creative
dramatics) to the extent that pupils will exhibit motivation as determined by in-
creased participation in the program and use of the facility.
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EVALLATICti TECHNIQUES (DES I GNP

The following records will be kept at each Center, and summary data will be
computed at the end of the Irogram:

Daily attendance count
Count of frequency with which books are borrowed
Teacher log of activities

1. Con renal with
Pre'ect Director

iintluation Desigmed
3. Prenatal Acosgted
4. Premeasures

Adepictered
s. for of P

6. Mid-Measures
istered

7. Into °Re rt

8. jsonitorinq completed
9. Past-Measures

Administered
10. Filial Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications MadeAtv

-11. Preliminary Final
D T ed

12. Printing Arran

ftmentative Awl= 8/AMMot ApplAIMPle Letter -Goal, Meaux

ritlaaallatiraBigianallMY.Lila OF RESEARCH SERVICES,
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PE SOM. DISTRICT (F FIIIIMPHIA
OFFICE OF MINIM NO lailIATICN
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Xviduation seevice Peso

PRCUECT: Comprehensive Reading Program

District 5 (S)

PROJECT
DIRECT'OR: Irving Rosen

(PEPS #

FRIXIECT INNOLIAMT
E amma Alan Soloman CATEGORY:

IOU CASESEll

From July 1 to August 3 the District 5 Research Assistant will:

a. Reduce and analyze data generated in the regular term
b.. Aid in the preparation of reports based on this data
c. Plan activities for the 1975-1976 school year
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1

elliasuctuFaitilouutertil
A report detailing the Research Assistants' activities will be pre-

pared. It will be written by the Research Assistant.

DOWELUNACULTRPOL
1. Conference with

Project Director

JULLAJWIIT4-0CWINAWILJANI.4311.MARANNI JIAY APE JULY, ALE

2. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premmasures

Administered
S. Monitoriesict
6. Mid-Measures

Adm4nistered
7. Intorim'ImPort
S. Monitoring Completed
9. Post-Measures

-I Administered
10. final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

-il. Preliminary Final
ed

12. Printing Arran

100Tentative re V is Letter-Goal, MAasur.ng Device, Sample, etc.

VALIATION SERVICES REQUIRE) FROM DIVISION OF RESEARG1 SERVICES
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TIE SOCOL DISTRICT OF PRILAELPHIA
OFFICE OF RIBIEASCH AND EVALUATION
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

svalnation $snt

COMPREHENSIVE READING PROGRAM
PROJECT: DISTRICT 7 (S)

PRDACr
DIRECTOR: Reeda Kravinsky

PACUECr
EMILLATORs Alan Solomon

(PSIS H

INMAN:MT
CATEGORY:

ffiLLMJILASSEMEI

a. To produce a sequential staff development program for district language arts
consultants.

b. To plan a monthly staff development program for language skills teachers.

c. To classify and assign monitoring tasks to district personnel.

d. To organize and display sample materials, letters and curriculum guides.

e. To plan school visitations.
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eatuituramituguELKDEacia

A report: will be written and submitted at end of summer session.

This report will indicate the degree of success attained.

. J3: w.; m;

1. Con rano. with
Project Director

2. 2vsluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premsasures

Administered
5. for of Pro 'e

6. mid-measures
Administered

7. Interislisport
Monitoring Completed

9. Post-Measures
administered

10. Final Report Prepared
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Modell v,

-11. Preliminary Final
mat Temed/Primeed

12. Printing Arranged/

*-Tentative

I

tr 7

INV

X11.

Firs

INV

77-

;4:111 j;_11

12Ni

Lotterm0oa1, Mnasurl.ng Devioe, Semple, etc.



TIE.SCICOL DISTRICT (F
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALATICal
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

sveluatian Service term

131

:omprehensive Reading Program,

PROJECT: LARC (PBRS #611 -02 -660 )

PRO,ECT
DIRECTOR: Margarie Farmer

PROJECTmums Thomas Clark
INVOLVFMENT
CATEGORY: 2

MALEIBLASSESSIM

ta. At the end of six weeks, children will have been provided with a minimum of five verbal

functioning experiences (e.g., story-telling, creative drama) as determined by an

Observational Checklist and by a LARC Teacher Questionnaire.

b. At the end of six weeks, children will increase the quantity of their writings by 10%

through production of camp newspapers and other creative writings as determined by

the LARC Teacher Questionnaire.

c. At the end of six weeks, children will significantly increase (p<.10) the quantity of

their writina from pretest to posttest, on a locally developed Picture Stimulus Test

as measured by word counts.

d. By the end of six weeks, children will have developed a greater appreciation of

literature by voluntarily reading at least two paperback books as determined by

the LARC Tiacher Questionnaire.

e. During the six weeks of LARC, youth corps representatives will provide constructive

help in language arts activities to younger children, Individually and in groups,

as determined by an Observational Checklist and a LARC Teacher Questionnaire.
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la. Each camp will be monitored twice using an Observational Checklist to record verbal
functioning experiences. A Teacher Questionnaire will document specific activities.
The data will be summarized in narrative form.

b. Writing activities will be monitored through the use of performance checklists and
a Teacher Questionnaire. Data will be summarized descriptively.

c. An evaluator-developed picture-stimulus test will be administered at the beginning
and end of the program to randomly selected LARC children. A t test of,significance
will,be applied.

d. The number of books read by camp participants will be documented by a checklist
maintained by the language arts teacher. The checklist will be summarized in
narrative form.

e. The involvement of youth corps representatives with LARC will be monitored twice
using an Observational Checklist to record help given in language arts instruction.
The language arts teacher will also record specific activities in language arts
through the use of a performance checklist. The data will be summarized descriptively.

1. Conference with
Project Director

2. Evaluation Designed
3. Pro onal Acce ted
4. Premeasures

Administered

MAY_

5._ Monitoring of Project
6. Mid-meanures

Administered
7 Interim'Pe ort
8. Monitoring Completed
9. Poet-Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

-11. Preliminary Final
Draft T e roofed

12. Printing Arranged/
Distributed

Tentative ri= v/7,41ot App.1.1.oable Latter -Goal, Naasurl.ng Device, Sample, etc.

EVALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROM DIVISION OF RESEARCH SERVICES
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TIE SCHTL DISTRICT OF PHILADELPHLA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Svaivaticn Service Pees

COMPREHENSIVE READING PROGRAM
PROJECT: Summer Reading Readiness (R) (PBRS #611-06-733)

PROJECT
DIRECTOR: Charles McLaughlin

PROJECT INVOLVEMENT
EVALLMOR: William E. Loue III CATEGORY: 3

Goaa112EASSESSER

a. At the conclusion of the six-week project term, at least 60% of the pre-first-grade
pupils who attend at least 75% of the project sessions will acquire skills in aural
comprehension (such as, abilities to pay attention to, organize, infer and retain
what has been heard) as indicated by the attainment of a score of at least 18 corrected
items out of 28 on Part 4, Aural Comprehension, of the Stanford Early School Achieve-
ment Test (SESAT).

b. At the conclusion of the six-week project term, at least 65% of the underachieving
first-grade pupils who attend at least 75% of the project sessions will improve their
basic reading-readiness skills to the extent indicated by:

1. mastery of consonants and vowels specified for their respective entry levels, such
mastery recorded on the Summer Readiness Project Diagnostic Profile and

2. recognition of at least 15 new words (or mastery of the entire list) on the Sight
Word List.
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

a. At the conclusion of the Project (August) the Aural Comprehension section (Part 4) of
the Stanford Early School Achievement Test (SESAT) will be administered to all pre-first
year children. Those children who attended at least 75% of the project sessions and
who attained a mastery score of 18 or more correct items (maximum score = 28) will be
determined (a score of 18 was the mean score obtained by children completing Kindergar-
ten in Districts 2 and 4 of the School District of Philadelphia, the primary districts
in which the Summer Reading Readiness project sites will be located). A total of 60%
or more of the children attaining the mastery score will be the measurable criterion of
success for the project.

b. The 'iiagnostic Profile will be completed by the present first-year teacher indicating
the child's present level of functioning and the elements of that level which the child
has not yet mastered. The teacher should also circle any word on the Sight Word List
which the child does not recognize at sight.

The summer teacher will use these ratings as a basis for an individual prescription for
each child's summer experience. At the conclusion of the project, the summer teacher
will also complete the Diagnostic Profile for each child indicating the child's level
of functioning. The summer teacher will also circle any word on the Sight Word List
which the child does not recognize at sight.

(Attachment)

EVALUATICN
1. Conference with

Project Director
21. Evaluation Desi ed
3. ProPoeal Accepted
4. Premeasures

Administered

.JAN, FEB.

A

5. Monitorial of Project V-4.
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
7. .nterim'Report
8. Monitoring Completed
9. Poet-Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made Rev

11. Preliminary Final
Draft T ed

12. Printing Arranged/
Distributep

oTentative APirm

a

18

APP1 aabla LetterwGoal, Maasur ng Device Sample, etc.

EVALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROMM:PION OF RESEARCH SERVICES
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11 9 lflL DISTRICT OF FilIValPHIA
OFFICE OF REllEARDI AND EftUATION
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Eva limit/an Service roma

PROJECT: COMPUTER MANAGED INSTRUCTION (S)

PROJECT PROJECT
DIRECTOR: SYLVIA CHARP EvAuwom THOMAS CLARK

(PBRS # 611-24-846

INNOLVEMENT
CATEGORY: 4

agilMAEASSEME2

A. To develop and/or select additional off-line instructional materials and continue
identification, classification, and codification of existing materials necessary
for operation of the project during the school year.

B. To adapt existent instructional materials to the project strategies and techniques.

C. To continue development of computer programs necessary for implementation of the
project.
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EVALUATION:TEI*1=ES_ (DESIGN)

Loos will be maintained by the project staff to document the development activitiesand summarized by the evaluator in narrative form.

EVALUATION_MILESTOES
1. Conference with

Project Director
Z. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Promeasures

Administered
5. Monitoring of Project

JALLAWILJOT4 CCT.NOV.J:EC. JAN._ FEB. MAR. APR. MAY JUNE JULY AUG

6. Mid-Measures
Administered

. Interim' Report
8. Monitoring Cowleted
9. Post-Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

12. Printing Arranged/
Distributed

*-----itiWTerverailAppl'bables LetterwGoal, Maasur_ng Device, Sample, etc.

VALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROM DIVISION OF RESEARtli SERVICES
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SCIML DISTRICT OF FIOLALEIPHIA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALATICW
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

tviduation crvice ?O

PRCUECT: Counseling Services (S)

PROOECT PROJECT
DIRECTOR: Albert Bell EvmmitiRs Marion Kaplan

(PBRS # 611-06-614)

INVOLVDIENT
CATEGORY : 1

MAU TO BE ASSES=

..r
_17

A. During the summer, the project staff will provide psychodiagnostic
testing and evaluation for at least 210 pupils referred for academic,
emotional, or social problems. Project staff will complete an individual
Case Record Form for each pupil referred for this service.

B. During the summer, the project staff will provide remedial counseling
service (including referral to appropriate health and social agencies
where required) to at least 175 pupils identified as experiencing
academic, emotional, or social problems. Project staff will complete
an individual Case Record Form for each pupil receiving this service.

C. During the summer, the project staff will provide an individualized
learning-therapy program for at least 30 pupils identified as having
severe reading disabilities. The project staff will complete an
Individualized Learning Therapy Case Record Form for each student
receiving this service.
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VALUATION_ TECHNIQUES (DES I GN)

A. Data from the Individualized Case Records will be compiled to indicate
the number of pupils receiving psychodiagnosis of academic, emotional,
and social problems.

B. Procedures will be similar to those described under A.

C. Procedures will be similar to those described under A, utilizing data
from the Individualized Learning Therapy Case Record Forms.

1. Conference with
Project Director

T. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premeasures

Administered
5. Monitoring of Project
6. Mid - Measures

Administered
7. Interim*Report
8. Monitoring Completed
9. Poet-Measures

Administered

J Al 10/ AAR. APR. MAY JIM JULY AUG4

0-

ABC
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made Rev

-11. Preliminary Final
Draft T ed

12. Printing Arranged/
Di tributed

wTentativei =ri %/meet AP,11.0able

,/

Latter Goal, MAasunng Device Sample, etc.

EVALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROM DIVISION OF RESEARCH SERVICES
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THE sonm DISTRICT CF FHILAPELPHLA
OFFICII OF 1111110/34 NO OSIMOI
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

llvelisalLon lentos Pm

PROJECT: English to Speakers of Other Languages (S)

PROJECT
DIRECTOR:Eleanor L. Sandstrom

PROJECT Robert M. Offenberg
EVALUNICOU Robert Epstein

(Pen #611-02-551

INVOLVEMENT
C.ATEOORY:

cotalLUEISSIMI

a. To assess the competencies of students, whose native language
is not English, who come to the ESL Bicultural Intensive Learning
Center from all areas of the city in terms of their competencies
in understanding, speaking, reading, and writing English by an
oral-aural screening test and informal reading and writing inventories.

b. To provide instruction in order to develop oral-aural skills
in English, to improve reading comprehension in English and to
develop self-expression in English in written form through appropriate
instructional activities.

c. To provide instruction in order to develop reading skills and basic
arithmetic skills and concepts in Spanish through appropriate
instructional activities.

d. To participate in learning about the history and culture of
Puerto Rico as well as the other ethnic groups in the class
through songs, poems and stories.

e. To participate in field trips to the zoo, museum and sites
of historical improtance in Philadelphia. At least three
field trips will be planned for each.pupil.
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Program evaluators will monitor program, and record whether
activities described in objectives a, b, c and d occurred. Project director
will report dates on which field trips described in objective e were held.

EVAllATICH MILESIMES
1. Conference with

Project Director
2. Sweluation Dsisid
3. Pommel Acueritsd
4. Prewrseures

Adidnigtered
S. for of P

6. Mid-Nmeeur

.
2221ietrd
18iport

.JULY Alt.
1974 1975

I :EL =Am AL...Wt.-FEL *ARA AR'

8. monitoring' completed
9. Post-Measures

edminietered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
micAtilloatione NadeiRew

11. Prelininery Final
Draft Twed/Prgifed

12. Printing Arranged/

4-

*sorentative F rat N 1 t4Aam ng Device. , Sample, etc.

TIOtt SERVICES REQUIRE) Mt4 DIVAION OF RESEARCH. SERV=
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"DE MOIL DISTRICT OF PIIILPLEPHIA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH MD EVALUATION
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Ivaleatian Service Pees

PROJECT: FOLLOW THROUGH (S)

PROUErT
\DIRECTOR: Leontine D. Scott

(PBRS # 611-01,V-)

ow Thomas McNamara,
699

/1Q!millidith Goodwin.,James Welsh INVOLVEMENT
willAMILAKcIAnne Lukshus

'Linda Matthews.r
Y:EGOR

GOALS TO

Summer sessions of the Follow Through program are conducted principally to provide
additional time for pupils to profit from the varieties of instructional approach
characterizing the program, and specifically as regards reading and mathematics
instruction. Summer sessions in addition, however, offer educationally broadening
experiences each afternoon - strict academic instruction is limited to the morning in

the form of special instruction in arts and crafts, music, and physical education, and
provision for both recreational and educational excursions.

The following process and product goals are considered appropriate for the special
summer session:

Process

A. The local evaluation unit will prepare forms for and see to the collection of
data from feeder schools regarding the reading and mathematics levels of each
child who will attend summer school, prior to the end of the school year.

Product

B. In the first week of the summer session each teacher or aide under the teacher's
supervision will administer pre-measures in reading, using selected Instructional
Objectives Exchange (MX) criterion-referenced Reading Tests (80% of the items
required for mastery).

Beginning with tests in skill areas comparable to the reading level indicated by
the feeder school, the teacher will determine three skill areas of non-mastery
for each child as the focus of the summer instruction. At least 70% of the
pupils in the program are expected to exhibit mastery in at least two of the three
skill areas on post IOX tests at the end of the session.

C. At the beginning of the summer session each teacher will receive in-
formation from the feeder school regarding the instructional level
of each child in mathematics, as determined by the most recent,
regular school year, administration of the Philadelphia Mathematics
Levels Tests (PMLT). The focus of the summer instruction will be on
skills appropriate to this instructional level. The corresponding
level of the PMLT will be administered at the end of the summer session,
when it is expected that more than 50% of the pupils will have attained
mastery in either the Systems of Numeration or the Rational Number
System section of the tests.
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

Since total population concern, and, therefore, descriptive statistics are
a continuing characteristic of local evaluation of Follow Through in Philadelphia,
the carry-over of evaluative approach from the regular year to the summer session
is straight forward. The use of a criterion-referenced, mastery, testing approach
is, of course, consonant with this stance.

Goal A is a process objective requiring no analysis. The forms for collect-
ing the data will be distributed and response will be monitored.

Goals B and C require direct transformation of data into N's and %'s as A

stated in the goals.

In addition to providing information related to the two product objectives,
the evaluation unit will continue to collect classroom process data on the
Classroom Observation Routine (COR), and will also employ a brief open-ended
questionnaire to gather teacher satisfaction data.

INAMJACculimustrnows_
1. Conference with

Pro ect Director
24. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premeasures

Administered
5. Monitoring of Project
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
7. Interim'Report
8. Monitoring Completed
9. Post-Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

12. Printing Arranged/
Oistributea

IblisTentative Awn= WAbleet APPLAabla

AV 056I1 Oa NOV. rEc. MAR. VP. MAY JUNE JULY AUG,

X rr

11,
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NIA

NIa

X
A

x

X X
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X

X

Letter Goal, Masur-ng Device Sample, etc.

EVALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FIC4 DIVISION OFIESEARgia

None
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THE sax DISTRICT (F PHILOLEPHIA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH ANDIftugrioN

TITLX I iVALORTION SOMMOS

Evaluation 411r40115 PONS

PROJECT: INSTITUTIONS FOR NEGLECTED AND DELINQUENT CHILDREN (S) (PM #611-05-567)

PROJECT
DIRECTOR: Lurlene Sweeting

PROJECT
EVALUATOR; William E. Loue, III

INVOLVEMENT
CATEGORY: 4

GOALSISLAUSSES211

Goals, objectives, and measuring devices for the summer program at the participating
institutions have been incorporated into the design for the regular school year. Therefore,
please refer to that design.

a

14°
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VALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

EVALBAT I CN MI LESTCNES
1. Conference with

Project Director
2. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premeasures

Administered
5. Monitoring of Project
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
7. Interim'Report
8. Monitoring Completed
9. Post-Measures

Administered
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

-11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

12. Printing Arranged/
Distributed

AUG. AFT, OCT NOV. DEC. JAN. FEB. MAR. APR, MAY JIVE JULY

V

O' Ir

*Tentative -Firm NAPINot Applicable Letter -Goal, MAaeur ng Device, Sample, etc.

EVALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROM DIVISION_OF RESEARCH SERVICES

None
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TIE Mi. DISTRICT (F PRILAIEPHIA
OFFICE OF MORIN AND MARION
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCF, SERVICES

EvelVation Service Perm

145

PROJECT: LEARNING CENTERS PROJECT (S)

PROJECT
DIRECTOR: LORE RASMUSSEN

PROJECT
EVALUATOR: THOMAS CLARK

(PBRS #611-02-541 )

INWLYEMENT
CATEGORY: 4

GOALS TO BE AS

1. To continue the development of teacher or parent producible learning sequences
(with concrete components) to be ready for use in schools and the Center by
September 1976.

b. To evaluate, refine, alter or discard teaching aids, learning sequences which
were in use at the Center in 1975-1976 regular term.

c. To do the investigations necessary to enrich presently available commercial
idea collections for expanded offerings in skill development education for
the 1976-1977 school year.

d. To develop the first (September-October, 1976) communications items (newsletter,
description of first two months' workshop contents) so they can reach the Title I

schools early in September.

142



46

EyeLukuocuatitimasuall
A report will be submitted by the project director on the SuAmer Evaluation Form
describing the summer activities of the staff.

A narrative summary will be developed by the evaluator, indicating degree of
attainment of the specified objectives.

EV
. Conference with

Project Director

11 NOV. DEC. ,JAN. FEB .,MAR. APR . MAY JLNE AUG,

2. Evaluation Designed
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premeasures.

Administered
ifr

N/A

5. Monitoring of Project
VI

6. Mid-Measures
Administered

7. Interimlisport
8. Monitoring Completed
9. Post-Measures
k Administered

10. Final Report Prepared
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

N/A

N/A
4

mir

Ala

12. Printing Arranged/
Distributed

Tentative loft = Algot AppllAsable Letter -Goal, MAasur.ng Device Sample, etc.

EffiaoskisoysiumuminuaymoN OF RESEARCH SERVICES
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90 1L DISTRICT CF PHIL 1 IA
OFFICE OF MARCH NO EVALUATICN
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

svaluation Mimic* Poem

PRO JET; MEET THE ARTIST (S)

PROJECT PROJECT
DIRECTOR: Jack Bookbinder EVALLIC010 Arnold Escourt

(PBRS #6L1-02-513 )

INVOLVEMENT
CATEGORY: #4

GMILIMASEMER
"Students who attend at least 14 of the 18 project's sessions will show an increasingly posi-
tive attitude toward art and artists, as indicated by a significantly higher (p<.20) mean
score on a Semantic Differential posttest than on a similar pretest.
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)I GN)

The Semantic Differential will be administered during the first and last sessions.
Teacher& records will be used to determine the students who attended at least 14 of theprojects 18 sessions. A Fisher "t" test will be used to determine a significant gain
from the pretest to the posttest.

Conference with
project Director

21. Evaluation Designed
3. P al Acce d
4. Premeasures

Administered
5. Monitoring of Project
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
7. Interim'Aeport
8. Monitorin C leted
9. Poet-Measures
k Administered

10. Final Report Prepared
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications nadalatt,

11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

12, Printing Arranged/
Distributed

"411Tentative dFirm LetterGoal, Maesur-ng Device, Sample, etc.

EVALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROM DIVISION OF RESEARCH SERVICES
Semantic Differentials to be scored in October 1975 and in May 1975 and programmingassistance is required to run an F test using SAS or F4STAT software package.
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TIE 93111. DISTRICT (F PHILAZIPHIA
CFFICt OF IMAM MD EVILMA11124
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Sveleasian Service feee

149

smulmm).

PROJECT: Motivation (S)

(MRS #611-04-555)

PROJECT
DIRECTOR: Rebecca Segal

PROJECTnum Joseph Meade'
INYMOANINT
CATEGORY': 1

OW To BE Manna

n A. All students will read at least five books during the summer as indicatedby project records.

B. Students will improve their reading rate and comprehension at the rate ofone month for a month of instruction ay measured by a Standardized test(to be selected)
.

C. Ninety percent of the students will improve the quality of their writtencomposistions during the project ay measured by teacher grades.

D. Ninety-five percent of the students will significantly improve their math
.and algebra comprehension as measured by teacher grades.

14(
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EALuen2Lnistual
A. Project records will be reviewed in order to determine the frequency

distribution of books read by students.

B. Pre -post test gain score design will be used to evaluate student growth.

c, Teacher grades for the student's first (pre) composition will be compared to
grades on the final (post) composistion. A frequency count will be used to
determine if 90% of the students have improved. A sign test will be applied
to determine significance.

D.. Pre-Post test design will be used to assess growth in math and algebra.
A frequency count will be used to determine if 95% of the students have
improved. A sign test will be applied to determine significance.

. Con canoe with
Prolct Director

2. iveluation Desioned
3. Proposal Accepted
s. Preeeeeeiree

Adeinigtrd
S. NOnitorino of Project
6. Nid-1010eMiee

litrs!!
7. Irate 'Me rt

V

AIM
1933 1974

-41aEgaaM"2"1111--0121""

1=111k

AB
,CD

N/A

8. 14omitorinoCos1Q1etad
9. Post-NeeeerS
j AdeAnietrd
10. Final Report Prepared

Drafts %evicted
Modifications Nads/Mav

11. Preliminary Final
Waft Par4/1Prufd

13. Printing Arranged/

ilborentative r cm
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THE SCRIOL DISTRICT (F PHILPLELPHIA
OFFICE OF RE5EA101 MID EVLUATIC/1
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

Evaluation Service Fees

PROJECT: Multimedia Center (S)

PROJECT Charles McLaughlin
DI RECTCR:

PROJECT
EvALuKrom Thomas Clark

(MRS #
611-06-615

IMAINEMENT
CATEGORY: 4

GLIALSTELBEAUESSM

a. During the summer, the Multimedia Center will prepare for the 1975-1976
school year by (a) accessing new materials, (b) updating the Multimedia
Center catalog. (c) maintaining and repairing equipment and audiovisual
software, (d) preparing delivery schedules, (e) preparing systems for cir-
culation of materials, and (f) compiling statistical data on usage of the
Center's materials. A summer activity log will be maintained by the
Multimedia Center coordinator.
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

a. The coordinator of the Multimedia Center will submit a summary of the
summer activities. The information will indicate that the Center is
fully prepared to provide all services for the fall term.

EVALIAT I CIN MILESTMES
1. Conference with

Project Director

A DEC. JAN. FEB. MAR. APR. MAY

2+. Evaluation Designed
ProVoeal Accepted

4. Premeasures
Adminietuld

S. Monitoring of Project
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
. InteriteRaport

8. Monitoring Completed
9. Poet-Measures

Administered

N/A

10. Final Report Prepared
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made/Rev

11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taned/Proefed

12. Printing Arranged/
Di tributad

ftiTontative =Firm W Appl able

Atig %WV AIG1

a

Letter -Goal, MAasur-ng Device, Sample, etc.

VALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROMERVISION OF RESEARCH_ SERVICES
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TAE SOM. DISTRICT OF PHILACEIPHIA
OFFICE OF REIRANCH IMO mono
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

ividuation Simko fees

PRCUECT: SCHOOL COMMUNITY COORDINATOR (S) (PUS #611-17-505)

PROJECT PROJECT INVOLVEMENT
DIRECTOR: George Green EVALUVORa Arnold Escourt CATEGORY:- 4

0111101-1111LASEMILI

La. To prepare a written summarization for each of the School Community Coordinator's
performance for the past year, leading to recommendations for the continued improvement
of each coordinator.

b. To interview a sampling of key school district personnel and community leaders for the
purpose of ascertaining their evaluation of the total SCC project and recommendations
for improved performance.

c. To provide direct supervision to the SCC's employed in the summer Head Start program.

e.

15u
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Ell uituramitilasLIDEaNa
a. A Summer Summarization Form will be developed by the Project Director and his staff.

Included in.this document will be comments of past performance of the SCC based on
observations of the SCC, monthly written reports that had been submitted by the SCC
and by the summary records of conferences held by area coordinators with the SCC.

b. An "interview schedule" will be developed by the Project Director and his staff.

c. A summer log of visitations will be kept by the three supervisors, in which
summarization of their conferences will be recorded.

ENIALLIATIMICUESTONES
1. Conference with

Prolect Director
. ',valuation Designed

3. P al Arne d

4. ft41110441UrIM

Administered
5. Mositorin or

6. wid-Nmaauros
istered

7.

6.

Interim°110Port
to

,14 NOV. rEc.

1111111111
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.1441.1 maw calLAILY

9. POStMOSSUV4S
Administered

Feted 111111111111111111

10. Final Report Prepared
'. Drafts Reviewed

Modifioat one

11. Preliminary Final

12.

(vat T ed
Printing Arran

0

. .r
AMR

ilksofentative F xs M r" la Letterg0oal, )RAasur.ng Device Sample, otc.
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151



15r,

THE SCHOOL DISTRICT CIF PHILALELPHLA
OFFICE OF RESEARCH NO EVALATICN
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICE'

Evaluation mice roes

PRQJECT: SUMMER SPECIAL EDUCATION

PROJECT PROJECT
laRECTOR:Marechal-Neil E. Young EVALUATOR: Arnold Escourt

(PBRS # 61l-05-724)

INVCCVEMENT
CATEGORY : 2

IGOALSSESSED.
A. Summer regression of Orthopedically Handicapped students in the project will be controlled

to the extent that in each of' two areas (academic skills and social skills) 80% of stu-
dents will maintain their acquired levels of development, as indicated by teachers' end-
of-project ratings of students' progress.

B. At least two-thirds of the Orthopedically Handicapped students in the project will receive
physical therapy and/or occupational therapy as verified by evaluators' inspection of
teacher records.

C. Summer regression of Visually Handicapped students in the project will be controlled to
the extent that in each of three areas (academic skills, daily living skills and hand- A
craft activities) 70% of students will maintain their acquired levels of development
as indicated by teachers' end-of-project ratings of students' progress.

D. Summer regression of the Trainable Mentally Retarded students in the project will be
controlled to the extent that in each of two areas (vocational training skills and social
skills) 80% of students will maintain their acquired levels of development as indicated
by teachers' end-of-project ratings of students' progress.

E. Summer regression of Emotionally Disturbed Retarded students in the project will be
controlled to the extent that in each of two areas (academic skills and social skills)
50% of students will maintain their acquired levels of development as indicated by _

teachers' end -of- project ratings of students' progress.

F. Summer regression of Hearing Handicapped students in the project will be controlled to
the:, extent that in each of two areas (academic skills and social skills) 50% of students
will maintain their acquired levels of development as indicated by teachers' end-of-t
project ratings of students' progress.

G. The project's job coordinator will visit and/or otherwise contact each student job site rn
y provide counsel to participating students awl /or their employers as verified by evaluatOiV

inspection ofjob,coordinators records.

H. At least 75% of the project's Mentally Retarded students employed during the summer months
will maintain their jobs as verified by evaluators' inspection of job coordinators records.

.L



156 EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

For objectives A, C, D, E, and F, end of project teacher rating checklists will be
used to document each pupil's maintenance, progression or regression in each of the
academic and non-academic areas specified. The proportion of Orthopedically Handicapped,
Visually Handicapped, Trainable Mentally Retarded, Emotionally Disturbed Retarded and
Hearing Handicapped students maintaining or enhancing their skill levels will be cm-

, puted and compared to specified criteria levels as stated in the'objectives,
For objective B, weekly checklists will be maintained by project teachers indicating

the number of hours of physical and/or occupational therapy which each Orthopedically
Handicapped student was provided. The proportion of Orthopedically Handicapped students
receiving therapy during the project will be computed and compared to the specified
criteria level.

For objective G, the job - coordinator will maintain a daily log of job sites contactedf
Logs will identify each job site contacted, number of students employed, presence or
absence of problems at each job site. Weekly and overall totals will be prepared by the
job coordinator and verified by the project evaluator.

For objective H, and end of project checklist will be prepared by the job cordinator
to document the job status (employed-unemployed) of each of the Mentally Retarded pupils
participating in the project. The proportion of students employed will be computed and
compared to the criteria level stated in the objective.

EVALUAUON MILESTONES .kaLY
1. Conference with

Project Director
2. Evaluation Desi d
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premeasures'

Administered
. Monitorin of Pro ect

6. Mid-Measures
Administered

7 Interim'Report
8. oitorin C...leted
9. Post- Measures

Administered

AUG. SEPTA, ocutov.a.c. _ort. FELItt MAY JLNE JULY'

,111

10. Final Report Prepared
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications Made Re

11. Preliminary Final
Draft Taped/Proofed

12. Printing Arranged/
Distributed

Tentative i.Fira
. W/A0Net ApPa cable LetterGoal, Maasur-ng Device Sample, etc.

EVALUATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROM DIVISION OF RESEARCH_ SERVICES
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THE SOML DISTRICT IF
OFFICE OF lelEARCH IMO ENUATION
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

XvIdualtion errice Poem

PROJECT: WALNUT CENTER (S)

PROJECT
DIRECTORS Frances Becker

(PUS # 611-01-517)

PROJECT William E. Loue III INWAYEMENT
EVALUATOR! CATEGORY: 3

Td FE MS=
a. To provide day care services in an enriched environment for children: including

food services, field trips, various visual aids, reading materials, manipulative
materials, play equipment, and social activities.
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EVALUATION TECHNIQUES (DESIGN)

Records of average daily attendance at the center will be reported and summarized.
in addition, documentation of services provided will be reported by the director,
using the Summer Evaluation Summary.

. Con rsnos with
Pro oct Director

2. Rvaluaticn Deer; d
3. Proposal Accepted
4. Premsasures

Administered
S. NODitOring of ProfSet
6. Mid-Measures

Administered
7. interiallamort
8. monitoring Completed
9. Post- Measures
t Administered

1G. inal Report Prepstrod
Drafts Reviewed
Modifications MadeiRav

11. Preliminary Final
Drat TaPed/Prufed

12. Printing Arranged/
D

Tentative -F ra

N/A

N/A

A

141 LatterGoal, MAasur_ng Device, sample, etc.

IWAIWICKIEVICESBEQUIIMMUSYISICS. OF RESEARCH_ SERVICES.
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DE SCRIM DISTRICT OF fil_WifIA
OFFICE OF MINCH MD nvi011
FEDERAL EVALUATION RESOURCE SERVICES

liosiustion Sesvics Poem
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PROJECT' Comprehensive Reading Program
Intensive Reading for Seconda Students (R)

PRWECT District Reading Managers & District Research
DIRECTOR. Philip Pitis (activity manag-EMPLUMIRS Associates

pr.)

(FBAS SPending

INWLVEPENT
CATEGORY:

WES TO BE MSEZES1

A. All students below the 16 percentile on the Junior High School level will
receive five additional periods of Reading per week in classes which average
15 pupils.

B. All students below the 16 percentile on the Senior and Technical High School
level will receive three additional periods of Reading per week in classes
which average 15 pupils.

C. All students between the 15-33 percentile on the Junior High School level
will receive five additional periods of Reading per week in classes which
average 20 pupils.

D. All students between the 16-33 percentile on the Senior and Technical High
School level will receive three additional periods of Reading per week in
classes which average 20 pupils.

E. Each school, through the cooperative efforts of the Principal- and,the existing
Reading Teachers in the school organization, will prepare a plan of im-
plementation that will take into account facilities, instructional materials,
scheduling changes, teaching personnel, and other unique problems -that will
need to be taken into account in order to plan for the most effective im-
plementation of the project.

r.

Students who are admitted to the program by October 1, and who
attend school at least 85% of the time during the first two
report periods will maintain or increase their percentile
rankings on the reading subtests of the CAT over their
1975 rankings.

t3
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B.

EVALUATION S (DO I Gti)

A/E. The Office of Curriculum and Instruction, through its Title I Reading
Director, will be responsible for the monitoring of all planned programs
throughout the 1975-1976 school year.

F. A frequency count of the number of participants who attain the goal will
be made using the 1975 CAT as a pre measure and the 1976 CAT as a post

measure. A similar technique will be used to compare pupil growth on an
Informal Reading Inventory between October 1975 and May 1976.

AL. oh hi 114,
1. Con ranee with

Pro eft Director
2. liveluation Desi d

3. P al Acts d
4. Premeasures

ni toted
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6. Nid-Measures
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7. Inter s' 11e
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9. Post-Measures
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N/A

10. Final Report Prepared
Drafts Reviewed
modifioat one
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T

12. Printing Arran
D
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IVALIJATION SERVICES REQUIRED FROM DIVISION OF RESEARCH SERVICES


